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PREFACE. 


HEN  a  man  is  accufed  of  any  crime 
whatever,  reafon,  equity,  and  juftice 
demand,  that  he  fhould  be  heard,  before  he  is 
condemned,  or  even  cenfured :  a  favour,  a  claim, 
which  the  public  cannot  refufe  to  Mr.  Vaughan, 
who  hath  been  purfued  and  profecuted  on  a  quef- 
tion,  the  like  of  which  was  never  before  agitated 
in  a  court  of  law. 

This  publication  hath  been  hitherto  delayed  to 
avoid  the  charge  of  “  A  defign  to  bias  the  jury  f5 
but  as  the  information  was  filed,  and  iflue  deli¬ 
vered,  the  laft  term,  without  any  notice  or  fug- 
geftion  of  trial,  the  obftrudtion  is  now  entirely 
removed,  and  Mr.  Vaughan  is  happy,-  being  at 
full  liberty  to  difcharge  his  promife. 

The  atrocious  crime  alledged  againft  him,  is, 
“  An  attempt  to  corrupt  a  prime  minifter.”  An 
offence,  doubtlefs,  of  the  moft  pernicious  nature. 
Therefore,  no  wonder,  if  befides  being  the  lubjedt 
of  conffant  abufe  from  the  venal  votaries  of  a  party, 
he  fhould  alfo  have  incurred  the  difpleafure  of  the 
real  friends  of  the  conftitution,  who  were  flrangers 
to  his  cafe. 


However, 


BIT  *r  . 


-j  PREFACE. 

However,  though  he  could  not  but  feel  as  a 
man,  yet,  the  obferving  his  countrymen  to  exprefs 
iuch  refentment  againft  a  perfon  fo  accufed,  af¬ 
forded  him  a  fecret,  unfpeakable  pleafure ;  regard¬ 
ing  it  as  a  certain  proof,  that  there  ftill  remains 
a  confiderable  fhare  of  public  fpirit,  and  national 
virtue. 


Mincing-lane,  Feb.  13* 
1770. 
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l*age  Line 

31  -  28  aft zr  per  annum,  dele  of. 

39  -  the  laft  line  of  note  after  ||  put  but  were  the.  . 

44.  -  15  after  tejlimony  of,  inftead  of  perfons,  fay  the  ajfembty  oj» 

47- 4  lines  from  the  bottom,  inftead  of  Mr.  read  Mejfrs . 

48- 18  after  it  bad  been ,  fay  \  mortgaged,  in  a  note. 

56-26  inftead  of  conceal ,  read  conceed  to. 

73  -  2  of  the  note,  after  mentioned  and,  read  the  faff • 

73  -  3  of  the  note,  after  that  to,  read  his. 

8 1  -  5  read  and  that  there  never  will  be  another * 

90-12  after  read  ;V. 


S  T  A  T  E,  &C 


The  following  Affidavits  and  Exhibits ,  filed 
Michaelmas  Term ,  1769,  are  taken  Jrom 


the  Office  Copies. 


In  the  King’s  Bench. 


UGUSTUS  HENRY,  Duke  of  Grafton, 


maketh  oath,  “  That  on  or  about  the  tenth  day 
^  of  June  laft,  he- received  inclofed  in  a  cover  or 
covers,  dire  died  to  this  deponent,  the  three  feveral  papers 
or  writings  hereunto  annexed,  feverally  marked  with  the 
’Otters  A,  B,  and  C,  refpedhvely.  The  faid  paper  mark¬ 
ed  A,  purporting  to  be  a  letter,  dated  Mincing- Lane, 
10  June,  1769,  from  Samuel  Vaughan  to  this  deponent ; 
the  faid  other  paper  marked  with  the  letter  B,  purporting 
to  be  an  affidavit  made  by  Samuel  Vaughan,  of  London, 
merchant,  on  the  23d  of  March  1769,  before  Samuel 
I  urner,  efq;  then  lord  mayor  of  the  city  of  London; 
and  the-fa;d  paper  writing  marked  with  the  letter  C,  pur¬ 
porting  to  be  a  cafe  relating  to  the  clerk  of  the  court’s 
office  in  the  ifiand  of  Jamaica.  And  which  faid  three 
feveral  papers  fo  inclofed  in  the  laid  cover  or  covers,  and 
directed  to  this  deponent  as  aforefaid,  were,  as  this  de¬ 
ponent  has  been  informed  and  believes,  on  or  about  the 
faid  tenth  day  of  June ,  brought  to  this  deponent’s  houfe 
in  Arlington-ftreet,  in  the  parifh  of  St.  James’s,  *  within 
the  liberty  of  Weftminfter,  in  the  county  of  M'iddlefcx , 
by  fome  perfon  unknown  to  this  deponent,  and  left  with 

*  The  duke  of  Grafton,  on  the  10th  of  Auguft,  told  Mr. 
Newcorne,  in  the  prefence  of  Mr.  Grey  Cowper,  that  he  received 
Mr.  Vaughan’s  letter,  affidavit,  &c.  in  the  country,  there  read 
them,  and  then  brought  them  to  town  to  take  his  friends  opinion. 


B 
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this  deponent’s  porter,  or  feme  of  his  fervants  there.  *  And 
this  deponent  faith,  that  the  faid  cover  or  covers,  in 
which  the  faid  three  other  papers  were  inclofed,  are  loft 
or  miflaid,  fo  as  that  tliis  deponent  cannot  find  the  fame, 
nor  does  he  know  where  the  fame  are.  And  this  depo¬ 
nent  further  faith,  that  he  is  informed,  and  believes, 
that  the  faid  paper  writing  marked  with  the  letter  (A) 
and  the  name  Samuel  Vaughan  fubferibed  thereto,  and 
the  addrefs  or  diredlion  to  this  deponent  fet  at  the  foot 
thereof,  is  all  of  the  hand  writing  of  Samuel  Vaughan, 
of  Mincing- lane,  London,  merchant.  And  this  depo¬ 
nent  further  faith,  that  he  is  informed  and  believes,  that 
the  faid  paper  or  writing,  marked  with  the  letter  B,  pur¬ 
porting  to  be  an  affidavit,  as  aforefaid;  and  likewife  the 
N.  B.  or  words  wrote  underneath  the  fame,  are  all  of 
the  handwriting  of  the  faid  Samuel  Vaughan,  of  Mincing- 
lane,  London,  merchant,  except  the  name  or  words 

*  Mr.  Vaughan  (June  the  tenth),  at  the  time  when  he  deter¬ 
mined  upon  an  immediate  application  to  the  duke  himfelf,  read 
the  following  article  of  news  in  the  Public  Advertiler  ;  “  Yef- 
“  terday  his  grace  the  duke  of  Grafton,  fet  out  from  his  houfe 
in  Arlington  ilreet,  St.  James's,  for  Grafton,  his  feat  in 
V  Northamptonlhire.”  Mr.  Vaughan,  however,  to  know  more 
certainly  where  the  duke  was,  went  that  morning  to  his  houfe, 
and  was  informed  by  the  porter,  that  his  grace  was  gone  to 
Wakefield-jodge  in  Nortbamptonfliire  5  and  upon  enquiring, 
whether  the  duke  would  (lay  there  a  fufficient  time  to  receive  a 
letter  by  the  poll,  was  anfwered  in  the  affirmative.  Mr.  Vaughan, 
on  his  return  home,  immediately  wrote  the  letter  marked  A, 
and  inclofing  it  in  a  cover,  together  with  the  papers  marked  B 
Jnd  C,  directed  it  To  his  grace  the  duke  of  Grafton ,  at  Wahefeld- 
Lodqe,  Northarnptonjhire .  Mr.  George  Rufh,  who  happened  that 
afternoon  to  be  at  Mr.  Vaughan’s  houfe,  was  requeued  to  put 
the  letter  in  the  Port- office  in  Lombard-frreet,  as  lie  went  home  5. 
which  was  accordingly  done.  Three  days  after  this,  Mr.  Ruth, 
went  into  DeVonfliire,  and  from  thence  he  is  certain  of  the  day  of 
the  month. — 'The fourteenth  of  june  the  following  paragraph  ap¬ 
peared  in  the  Daily  Advertifer ;  “  Yefterday  his  grace  the  duke 
of  Grafton  arrived  in  town,  from  his  feat  at  Whittleburgh 
“  yorelf,  ip  Northampfonthire,  and  attended  the  levee,  and 
“  afterwards  the  council  held  at  St.  James's.'"  The  next  morn¬ 
ing  Mr.  Vaughan  was  informed  by  the  duke’s  porter,  that  his 
grace  was  come  to  town. — Hence  it  may  be  fuppofed,  that,  in 
this  refpecl,  the  noble  duke's  memory  greatly  failed  him  ;  and 
perhaps  in  the  firft  oath  his  grace  had  ever  taken,  excepting  that 
of  fupremacy  and  allegiance  $  and  it  may  be  olfi’erved,  as  th« 
letter  went  from  the  Poit-office  in  the  city,  that  the  cafe  ought  to 
be  tried  in  the  city  of  London,  and  not  in  Wefttninfter-bail. 

*  [Samuel 
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[Samuel  Turner,  mayor]  fet  or  fubfcribed  to  the  jurat 
of  the  faid  affidavit,  which  this  deponent  is  informed 
and  believes,  are  of  the  hand  writing  of  the  faid  Samuel 
Turner,  then  lord  mayor  of  the  city  of  London.  And 
this  deponent  faith,  he  is  informed  and  believes,  that 
the  words  indorfed  on  the  faid  paper  or  writing  marked 
(C,)  that  is  to  fay  [Cafe  to  be  perufed  at  leifure]  are  of 
the  proper  hand  writing  of  the  faid  Samuel  Vaughan, 
of  Mincing-lane,  London,  merchant ;  but  the  body  of 
the  faid  paper  or  writing  marked  (C,)  is  of  the  hand 
writing  of  fome  other  perfon,  as  this  deponent  believes, 
who  is  unknown  to  this  deponent.  And  this  deponent 
further  faith,  ,that  at  the  time  this  deponent  received  the 
faid  feveral  paper  writings  hereunto  annexed,  as  afore- 
faid,  and  before,  he,  this  deponent,  was,  and  Till  is,  one  of 
his  majefty’s  mod  honourable  privy  council,  and  alio  the 
firil  commiffioner  named  in,  and  appointed  by  his  ma- 
jefty’s  commiffion  under  the  great  feal  of  Great- Britain, 
for  executing  the  office  of  treafurer  of  his  majefty’s  ex¬ 
chequer.  And  this  deponent  further  faith,  that  by  the 
words  [Clerk  of  the  court’s  office  in  the  ifland  of  Ja¬ 
maica]  mentioned  and  contained  in  the  faid  paper  marked 
with  the  letter  (B,)  and  aifo  by  the  words  [To  clerk  of 
the  fupreme  court  in  the  ifland  of  JamaicaJ  wrote  at  the 
foot  of  the  fame  paper,  was,  and  is  meant  and  intended. 
The  office  of  chief  clerk  to  attend  the  fupreme  court 
refiding  in  the  town  of  St.  Jago  de  la  Vega,  otherwife 
Vaga,-  within  his  majefty’s  ifland  of  Jamaica  in  America, 
as  this  deponent  apprehends  and  verily  believes  ;  and 
which  office,  as  this  deponent  is  informed  and  believes, 
is,  and  hath  been  granted  by  the  crown,  by  letters  pa¬ 
tent  under  the  leal  of  Grcat-Britain  •,  and  is  an  office  ot 
a  public  nature  and  truft,  and  of  confiderablc  profit,  and 
concerns  the  adminiftration  and  execution  of  juftice  in 
the  faid  ifland  of  Jamaica.  And  this  deponent  further 
faith,  that  he  verily  believes  the  faid  letter  and  affidavit, 
were  written  and  fent  to  this  deponent  by  the  faid  Samuel 
Vaughan,  with  a  view  to  tempt  and  corrupt  this  depo¬ 
nent  for  a  gift  or  reward  of  five  thoufand  pounds,  to 
procure  his  majefly  to  grant  the  aforefaid  office  in  the 
manner  mentioned  in  the  aforefaid  affidavit.  And  this 
deponent  further  faith,  that  he  hath  been  informed  by 
Mr.  Henrv  Newcomc,  of  Hackney,  in  the  county  of 

B  2  Middlesex, 
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JVtiddlefex,  that  the  faid  Samuel  Vaughan  had  applied 
to  him,  to  convey  a  propofal  to  the  effe£f  contained  in 
the  faid  affidavit,  to  this  deponent ;  which  the  faid  Mr. 
Mewcome  had  refufed  to  do;  and  which  information 
th  is  deponent  believes  to  be  true.  And  this  deponent 
faith  he  hath  lately  caufed  an  application  to  be  made  to 
the  faid  Henry  Newcome,  to  make  an  affidavit  of  what 
he  knew  relative  to  the  above  matter,  who  returned  for 
anfwer,  that  he  had  rather  appear  in  court,  and  give  an 
account,  viva  voce ,  of  what  he  knows  relative  to  the 
affair  *,  than  give  an  affidavit,  or  to  that  effedt,  as  this 
deponent  has  been  credibly  informed,  and  verily  be¬ 
lieves. ” 

Grafton, 

Sworn  this  16th  day  of  Nov.  1769, 
at  my  houfe  in  Lincoln’s-Inn  Fields, 
before  me,  E.  Willes. 


LETTER  4. 

My  Lord  Duke, 

Mr.  Henry  Newcomers  ffridt  honor,  as  well  as  hi§ 
very  fincere  regard  for  your  grace,  rendered  him  (in  my 
opinion)  the  propereft  perfon  to  intruft  with  a  propofi- 

*  The  14th  of  November,  Mr.  Newcome’s  uflier  came  to  Mr. 
Vaughan,  acquainting  him,  “  that  the  duke  of  Grafton  had 
“  that  afternoon  fent  to  know,  whether  Mr.  Newcome  would 
il  have  any  objedlion  to  be  examined  by  council ;  to  which  he 
“  anfwered,  that  he  fpould  not.”  Mr.  Vaughan  thanked  him 
for  the  information,  faying,  that  he  had  no  objedtion  to  Mr. 
Newcome’s  giving  evidence  before  trial  ;  in  which  cafe,  the 

fooner  it  was  done,  the  better. - The  1 6th  of  November,  Mr. 

Vaughan  fent  his  fort  to  Mr.  Newcome,  to  know  if  he  had  been 
examined  ;  if  nor,  to  requeft  that  there  might  be  no  delay. 
Mr.  Newcome,  after  a  good  deal  of  hefitation,  faid,  “  that 

“  no  perfon  had  been  there  to  examine  him.” - The  next  day, 

about  three  o’clock,  he  called  upon  Mr.  Vaughan,  and  faid, 
that,  “  he  had  received  three  mefiages  from  the  duke  of  Grafton, 
by  two  ot  his  fecretaries,  one  of  whom  came  twice  within 
“  the  fpace  of  four  hours  ;  and,  that  be  had  at  kfigtb  determined 
il  to  give  his  evidence  in  court.” 

4  tioq 
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don  that  required  the  utmoft  fecrefy  ;  but  his  delicacy 
preventing,  I  am  (by  the  nature  of  it)  precluded  from 
every  other  method,  but  by  immediate  application  to 
your  grace;  in  which  1  am  confirmed  by  Mr.  Howell’s 
'applying  again  yefterday  to  purchafe  a  refignation  of  the 
patentee,  who  is  my  friend. 

The  inclofed  affidavit  will  fhew  the  propofal,  which 
will  be  increafed,  if  necellary;  and,  would  your  grace 
indulge  me  by  perufing  the  cafe,  I  trufl  it  would  appear, 
that  I  have  a  pretcnfion  in  preference  to  any  other. 

I  will  take  an  opportunity  of  waiting  upon  your  grace, 
hoping  the  honor  of  a  conference,  otherwife,  to  receive 
back  the  affidavit,  in  order  to  deftroy  the  fame.  I  am. 

Your  grace’s  mod:  obedient 

O 

and  moft  humble  fervant, 

Saml  Vaughan. 

Mincing-lane,  ioth  June,  1769. 
His  grace  the  duke  of  Grafton. 


AFFIDAVIT  B. 

London,  fi. 

tc  This  day  appeared  before  me,  Samuel  Vaughan, 
<pf  London,  merchant,  and  made  oath  upon  the  holy  Lvan- 

geliff,  that  he  being  informed  that  Mr. - Howell 

had  fa  id,  that  he  cither  expected,  or  was  promifed  the 
reverfion  of  the  clerk  of  the  court’s  office,  in  the  ifiand 
of  Jamaica;  and  as  he  (this  deponent)  apprehends  that 
he  has  fome  degree  of  merit  in  what  he  has  already  done 
to  promote  public  fecurity  of  property,  by  the  regular 
recording  judgements,  &rc.  and  in  properly  conducting 
the  faid  office ;  and  that,  as  his  own  intereft  renders 
neceffary  the  continuing  the  fame  regularity  ;  there¬ 
fore  he,  this  deponent,  doth  hereby  voluntarily  pro- 
inife  and  engage*,  that  in  cafe  the  reverfion  of  the 
faid  office  fhall  be  made  and  procured  for  the  natural 
jives  of  his  three  foils,  Benjamin,  William,  an  John 
Vaughan,  of  Mincing-lane,  or  for  the  lives  of  three 
pther  per  foils  to  be  nominated  by  him,  (which  ever  fhall 
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be  propofed,)  *  upon  the  fame  conditions  as  are  men¬ 
tioned  in  the  laft  patent  for  that  office ;  that  then  he, 
(this  deponent)  will,  upon  the  faid  patent  being  deli¬ 
vered  to  him,  pay  into  the  hands  of  Mr.  Henry  New- 
come,  or  to  his  order,  five  thoufand  pounds,  lawful 
money  of  Great-Britain,  to  he  paid  to  the  perfon  or 
perfons  who  procures  the  faid  patent ;  or,  if  required, 
lodge  fecurity  in  the  hands  of  the  faid  Mr.  Henry- New- 
come,  for  the  payment  of  the  faid  fum  of  five  thoufand 
pounds  fieri ing,  fo  foon  as  the  faid  patent  is  made  out, 
and  delivered  to  him,  this  deponent.  And  this  deponent 
further  faith,  that  he  never  hath,  direCtly  or  indirectly, 
mentioned  or  given  the  lead  intimation  of  his  intention, 
defign,  or  proportion  touching  this  matter,  to  any  per¬ 
fon  or  perfons,  except  to  the  faid  Mr.  Henry  Newcome, 
And  this  deponent  further  faith,  that  whether  this  pro¬ 
portion  fhould  be  approved,  accepted,  and  he  efficacious, 
or  otherwife  rejected,  that  in  either  cafe  he  (this  depo¬ 
nent)  will  never  at  any  time  or  times  divulge,  mention, 
or  give  intimation,  offer,  propofition,  or  agreement  re¬ 
lative  to  this  matter,  to  any  perfon  or  perfons  whatso¬ 
ever,  except  the  faid  Mr.  Henry  Newcome;  and  further 
this  deponent  faith  not.” 

Saml  Vaughan*, 

Sworn  at  the  Manfion-houfe 
in  London,  this  23  March, 

1769,  before  me,  Saml  Turner,  Mayor. 

N.  B.  Mr.  Abraham  Farley  has  two  patents,  viz.  for 
clerk  of  the  crown  and  clerk  of  the  peace  in  the  ifland 
of  Jamaica  :  fo  f  clerk  of  the  Supreme  court  in  the 
ifland  of  Jamaica.  And  it  is  the  laft  that  Mr.  Vaughan 
is  particularly  defirous  to  obtain. 

*  This  proviflon  was  made  to  prevent  the  name  of  **  Vaughan" 
from  appearing  in  the  patent  ;  as  from  the  part  Mr.  Vaughan 
had  taken  in  public  affairs,  the  world  might  have  imagined 
that  not  merit,  hut  money  only ,  had  procured  the  grant. 

-f-  The  omjffion  of  the  “  r  "  in  this  place,  and  of  the  letter 
<cd,"  before  John,  in  p.  5,  1.  3,  from  the  bottom,  (hews  that  this 
suhdavjt  was  written  haftiiy. 


C  A  S'  E 
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CASE  AND  REPORT  C 


CASE  ( endorfed )  to  be  perufed  at  leifure. 


The  clerk  of  the  court’s  office  in  the  ifland  of 
Jamaica,  is  an  office  of  record,  where  all  pro- 
cedes  are  returnable  by  the  provofl  marfhal 
every  three  months  ;  upon  the  due  recording 
whereof  the  abfolute  fecurity  of  property  im¬ 
mediately  depends. 


Mr.  Vaughan  redded  in  Jamaica  from  1736  to  1752, 
during  which  time  the  returns  were  not  regularly  re¬ 
corded,  but  in  general,  the  judgements  and  other  returns 
only  kept  in  fmall  holes,  alphabetically  digefted ;  by 
which  means  many  were  taken  away  by  the  attornies 
and  lod,  and  he,  as  well  as  many  others,  became  very 
condderable  fuffierers.  For  remedying  whereof,  in  1762, 
Mr.  Vaughan  recommended  it  to  John  Evans,  (a  perfon 
fully  chadded  for  the  office,)  to  .apply  to  the  patentees 
for  the  appointment  ;  who,  on  Mr.  Vaughan’s  giving 
fecurity  for  payment  of  four  hundred  guineas  per  annum , 
and  the  faithful  difeharge  of  the  trud,  was  thereupon 
appointed  deputy  ;  during  whofe  life,  clerks  were  con- 
ftantly  employed  in  recording  the  judgements,  &c.  And 
a  committee  being  appointed  by  the  affiembly  to  examine 
into  the  date  of  the  public  offices,  reported  their  appro¬ 
bation  of  the  method  and  regular  proceedings  ot  that 
office  ;  as  by  the  faid  report,  and  a  letter  from  George 
Ramfay,  cfq;  regider  in  chancery  *,  will  more  fully 
appear. 

Upon  the  death  of  Mr.  Evans  (who  was  alfo  Mr. 
Vaughan’s  Attorney)  in  1765,  Mr.  Vaughan,  having 
procured  a  deputation  on  like  terms,  in  his  own  name, 
and  others  nominated  by  him,  went  to  Jamaica,  on 
purpofe  to  appoint  proper  deputies,  to  put  the  office  on 
a  fecure  and  refpedtable  footing.  He  accordingly  ap¬ 
pointed  Cheney  Hamilton,  and  Thomas  Atkins,  efqrs; 


*  This  letter  was  not  Tent  to  the  duke,  ns  intended,  gene- 
ral  Conway  not  having  returned  it  with  the  papers  mentioned 
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perfons  of  known  reputation,  his  deputies  ;  who  have 
given  him  five  thoufand  pounds  fecurity,  not  to  engage  in 
any  other  buflnels  whatfoever,  to  cbnftahtly  attend  the 
office,  and  to  keep  all  the  returns  duly  recorded  ;  which 
hath  been  pundlally  complied  with. 

Mr.  Vaughan  hath  a  very  confidcrable  property  in  the 
ifland,  both  real  and  perfonal ;  therefore,  it  is  his  intereft 
to  have  the  returns  duly  recorded  ;  and  it  is  a  truft  of 
Aich  importance,  as  fhould  be  committed  to  fuch  only, 
as  are  immediately  concerned  in  preferving  the  regular 
fecurity  of  property  therein.  Four  clerks  are  employed, 
.and  at  times  fupernumeraries,  in  regularly  entering  up 
the  judgements;  and  Mr.  Vaughan  hopes  fome  merit 
may  beafcribed  to  him,  for  having  fo  regularly  conduced 
that  office  fince  it  was  under  his  direction  ;  and  which 
never  before  was  done,  by  any  former  clerk  of  the  court. 

The  clerk  of  the  court’s  office  gives  great  weight  and 
hath  influence  over  the  attornies  and  deputy-marflhals. 
Mr.  Vaughan  having  86, coo/.  *  fterling  owing  him  in 
Jamaica,  the  holding. that  office  is  abundantly  more  im¬ 
portant  to  him,  than  any  other  perfon  not  fo  circum- 
ftanced,  in  order  to  recover  his  debts  in  that  ifland. 


THE  REPORT. 

Marti s  8  die3  Novembris ,  1763. 

Mr.  Speaker, 

Your  committee  appointed  to  infpedf  the  public 
offices,  having  viflted  the  clerk  oi  the  fupreme  court  of 
judicature,  find  the  feveral  books  and  papers  following 
required  to  be  tranferibed  and  repaired,  viz.  Lib.  I,  &c. 
&c.  &c. 


*  The  flim  was  here  fpecified  to  (hew,  that  Mr.  Vaughan’s 
being  fo  eflentially  interefted  in  having  the  judgements  duly  re¬ 
corded,  was  the  beft  fecurity  to  the  public,  for  the  faithful  d if- 
charge  of  the  office.  For  it  was  a  necefl'ary  confequence,  that 
all  judgements  in  the  initial  letters  preceding  the  letter  V,  in 
each  court,  mull  be  recorded  before  his  own,  in  the  manner 

they  were  obtainfd,  as  will  appear  by  the  note  in  page  74. - 

The  fum,  however,  would  by  no  means  have  been  mentioned  in 
this  publication,  had  it  not  been  thought  proper,  to  give  an 
account,  even  of  the  minute  ft  part  <ff  the  proceedings. 

It 
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It  appeared  to  your  committee,  that  all  the  judgements 
of  1747,  part  of  thofe  of  February  1748,  part  of  May 
1749,  all  Auguft,  November,  and  February  1749,  all 
the  years  1750  and  1751,  thofe  of  February,  May,  and 
Auguft  1752 ;  all  which  judgements  were  obtained  in  the 
time  of  William  Lindlay,  efq;  clerk  of  the  court,  are  yet 
unrecorded. 

That  6971  judgements,  obtained  between  Auguft 
grand  court,  1753,  and  Auguft  1756,  inciuftve,  when. 
Mr.  Bontein  entered  upon  the  oftice,  are  likewife  unre¬ 
corded.  Thefe  judgements  were  obtained  in  the  time 
of  Jofeph  Richardfon,  efq;  clerk  of  the  court,  &c.  &c. 

That  Thomas  Bontein,  efq;  the  late  clerk  of  the 
court,  has  entered  up  the  judgements  obtained  in  his 
time  to  November  court,  1762;  and  that  he  has  now 
three  clerks  employed  in  bringing  up  the  remainder  of 
the  fa  id  records  obtained  in  his  time. 

It  appeared  to  your  committee,  that  many  judgements 
in  May  grand  court,  1763,  during  Mr.  Bontein’s  time, 
are  loft  or  miflaid  out  of  the  office  ;  and  that  the  plaintiffs 
in  fuch  judgements  cannot,  by  realon  of  the  fame,  ob¬ 
tain  executions,  fo  that  they  are  not  enabled  to  get  at 
their  money.  And  it  further  appeared  to  them,  that  one 
of  the  plaintiffs,  who  had  obtained  many  judgements  in 
that  court,  came  from  the  country  on  purpofe  to  fearch 
for  the  fame,  but  could  not  find  the  fame  in  the  office. 
That  the  plaintiff  afterwards  went  to  one  Thomas  Wil¬ 
liam  Bailey,  who  had  been  a  recording  clerk  to  the  faid 
Mr.  Bontein,  and  after  feme  time,  he  got  from  the  faid 
Bailey  many  of  his  judgements 3  but  that  many  others 
are  ftill  miffing. 

That  vour  committee  find  it  has  been  a  moft  pernici¬ 
ous  cuflom,  which  prevailed  in  the  time  of  the  faid  Mr. 
Bontein,  to  permit  and  fuffer  the  fevcral  attornies  of  the 
fupreme  court  of  judicature  to  remove  the  records  and 
original  writs  belonging  to  the  faid  court,  from  the  faid 
office  to  their  fevcral  places  of  abode  •  whereby  many  of 
the  fuitors  have  been  (offerers. 

That  John  Evans,  cfq;  the  prefent  clcik  of  the  court, 
on  the  1 2th  of  Auguft  1763,  (which  was  very  fooa 
after  he  came  into  the  faid  office,)  publicly  advertifed, 
that  fuch  a  pra&ice  as  aforefaid  had  prevailed,  and  that 
he  did  thereby  forbid  any  attempts  of  the  like  nature  fo 
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the  future  ;  and  at  the  fame  time  requeued,  that  thofe  who 
were  poffieilcd  of  fuch  records  and  original  writs,  would 
forthwith  fend  the  fame  to  be  lodged  in  the  faid  office. 

That,  upon  this  advertifement,  many  of  the  attornies 
brought  and  fent  into  the  faid  office  a  great  number  of 
fuch  records  and  original  writs  ;  and  the  prefen t  clerk  of 
the  court  affiured  your  committee,  he  never  permitted  any 
of  the  records  or  original  papers  in  his  office  to  be  taken 
away  by  the  attornies,  or  any  other  perfon  whatfoever, 
neither  will  he  permit  the  fame  to  be  done. 

The  prefent  clerk  of  the  court  is  recording  the  judge¬ 
ments  obtained  in  Auguft  grand  court,  1763,  being  the 
fir  ft  court  of  his  entering  into  the  faid  office. 

Refolved  that  the  houfe  do  agree  to  the  faid  report 


In  the  King’s  Bench. 

Samuel  Baldwin,  +  of  Fulham,  in  the  county 
of  Middlefex,  gentleman,  &c.  &c. 

Sworn  at  my  chambers  in 
Serjeant’s-inn,  the  16th 
Nov.  1769,  before  me, 

E.Willes. 

N.  B.  This  affidavit  only  proves  the  hand  writing  of 
Samuel  Vaughan,  of  Mincing-lane,  London,  merchant. 


In  the  King’s  Bench. 

Richard  Reynell,  of  the  parifh  of  St.  George,. 
Hanover-fquare,  in  the  county  of  Middlefex,  efq;  fnaketh 
oath  and  faith,  “  That  he  refided  in  the  iiland  of  Ja¬ 
maica,  in  America,  feveral  years,  (that  is  to  fay,  from 
the  year  one  thoufand  feven  hundred  and  fixty-hve,  to 

*  Only  thofe  three  papers,  A,  B,  C,  were  fent  by  Mr.  Vaughan 
to  the  duke  of  Grafton. 

f  The  2th  of  November,  Mr.  Baldwin  came  to  Mr.  Vaughan, 
to  inform  him,  that  Mr.  Sharp  had  been  with  him,  to  defire  he 
would  prove  Mr.  Vaughan’s  hand  writing  ;  and  that  he  had  re¬ 
turned  for  anfwer,  that  be  fhould  be  forry  to  make  oath  ex  officio, 
without  that  gentleman's  approbation.  Mr.  Vaughan  faid,  lie 
was  ready  to  acknowledge  it  himfelf ;  but  (hould  that  be  infuf- 
icient,  defined  he  would  do  it,  and  that  without  lofs  of  time. 

I  '  w  fchsr 
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ilie  month  of  April  now  laft  pafr  •)  part  of  which  time 
this  deponent  was  fecretary  to  governor  Littelton  and 
afterwards  to  governor  Elletfon,  and  for  fome  fhort  Vpace 
of  time  was  appointed  by  governor  Littelton  to  the  office 
ot  chief  clerk  to  attend  the  fupreme  court  refidino-  in 
the  town  of  St.  Jago  de  la  Vega,  otherwife  Vaga,  within 
jiis  majefty  s .  ifland  of  Jamaica,  on  a  vacancy  having* 
happened  in  that  office;  and  which  this  deponent  exe¬ 
cuted  by  deputy.  And  this  deponent,  by  fuch  his  refi- 
•dence  and  ftation  in  the  faid  ifland,  became  acquainted 
with  the  faid  fupreme  court,  and  the  faid  office  of  chief 
clerk.  And  this  deponent  faith,  that  the  faid  fupreme 
.court  is  a  court  of  law,  in  which  juftice  is  adminiftred 
touching  matters  of  property  in  the  faid  ifland,  alfo  in 
matters  of  revenue,  and  likewife  in  matters  of  a  crimi¬ 
nal  nature,  like  unto  the  courts  of  King’s  Bench,  Com¬ 
mon  Pleas,  and  Exchequer  at  Weftminfter-hall  in  Eng¬ 
land  ;  there  not  being  fuch  three  different  courts  in 
Jamaica  :  but  the  faid  fupreme  court  adminifters  juftice 
in  Jamaica,  in  fuch  matters  as  is  ufually  admin i bred  in 
all  the  faid  three  other  courts  in  England  ;  and  befldes 
which,  there  is  alfo  a  court  of  chancery  in  Jamaica. 
And  this  deponent  faith,  that  the  duty  and  bufinefs  of 
the  faid  chief  clerk,  is  to  attend  the  faid  fupreme  court, 
to  take  minutes  of  their  proceedings  and  orders,  and 
make  entries  thereof  on  the  records  of  the  court;  and, 
as  the  deponent  believes,  to  tax  the  cofts  of  the  fuitors 
of  the  faid  court,  to  flgn  the  judgements  given  by  the 
court,  and  to  keep  the  records  thereof,  and  to  do  other 
matters  ufually  done  by  chief  clerks  of  courts,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  belt  of  this  deponent’s  knowledge,  observation 
and  belief :  and  the  faid  office  of  chief  clerk  of  the  faid 
fupreme  court  is  an  office  of  a  public  nature  and  trufh 
and  of  very  confiderable  profit” 

Richard  Reynell. 

Sworn  at  the  King’s  Bench 
Treafury  Chambers  at 
Weftminfter,  the  20th 
day  of  November,  1769, 
before  R.  Aston. 
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In  the  King’s  Bench. 

William  Pollock,  of  the  parifh  of  St.  Margaret* 
W eHminHer,  in  the  county  of  Middlefex,  efq;  maketh 
oath  and  faith,  c£  That  he  is  firffi  clerk  in  the  fecretary 
ot  Hate’s  office  for  the  colonies,  and  has  been  a  clerk  in 
the  fecretary  of  Hate’s  office  for  feveral  years  lafl  paH,  and 
is  thereby  acquainted  with  the  manner  and  courfe  of  if- 
fuing  and  making  out  grants  from  the  crown  of  offices 
and  places  in  the  colonies  in  America,  that  ufually  ori¬ 
ginate  at  the  fecretary  of  Hate’s  office,  and  pafs  under  the 
great  feal  of  Great-Britain.  And  this  deponent  faith, 
that  it  appears  to  this  deponent  from  the  books  in  the 
faid  fecretary  of  Hate’s  office,  that  the  office  of  chief 
clerk  to  attend  the  fupreme  court  refiding  in  the  town 
of  St.  Jago  de  la  Vega,  within  his  majefly’s  ifland  of 
Jamaica  in  America,  has  been  ufually  granted  by  the 
crown,  by  letters  patent  under  the  great  feal  of  Great- 
Britain  ;  and  that  the  grants  of  that  office  have  ufually 
originated  at  the  faid  fecretary  of  Hate’s  office.  And  this 
deponent  faith,  that  the  manner  of  iffiuing  of  fuch  and 
the  like  grants,  according  to  the  heft  of  this  deponent’s 
knowledge,  obfervation  and  belief,  is  as  follows  ;  (that 
is  to  fay)  That  his  majeffiy  HgniHes  his  pleafure  to  the 
fecretary  of  Hate,  that  a  grant  fhould  be  made  of  the 
office  to  fuch  perfon  or  perfons,  as  his  majcHy  in  his  royal 
pleafure  fees  Ht ;  and  that  thereupon  a  warrant  is  made 
out  at  the  fecretary  of  Hate’s  office,  directed  to  his 
majelty’s  attorney  or  folicitor-generaJ,  tc  prepare  a  bill 
for  the  royal  Hgnature,  to  contain  a  grant  of  the  office 
accordingly;  which  warrant  is  prefented  by  the  fecretary 
of  Hate  to  his  majeHy  for  his  Hgnature,  and  after  being 
figned  by  his  majeHy,  is  counter-Hgned  by  the  fecretary 
of  Hate,  and  entered  in  a  book  in  the  fecretary  of  Hate’s 
office,  kept  for  that  purpofe,  and  is  Tent  from  thence  to 
the  attorney  or  folicitor-general ;  who  thereupon  pre¬ 
pares  the  hill,  as  diredhed  by  the  warrant,  and  tranfmits 
the  fame  to  the  fecretary  of  Hate,  who  then  attends  his 
majeHy  for  his  royal  Hgnature  to  the  bill  ;  which,  when 
figned  by  his  majeHy,  is  fent  from  the  fecretary  of  Hate 
to  the  Hgnet  and  privy-feal  offices  ;  and  from  thence  it 
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is  tranfmitted  to  the  lord  high  chancellor  of  Great-Bri- 
tain,  in  order  to  pafs  the  great  feal.” 

_  Will.  Pollock. 

Sworn  in  Court,  ibth 

i 

Nov.  1769. 

By  the  Court. 

In  confequence  of  tbofe  fevcral  affidavits  and  exhibits  fled 
ly  the  duke  of  Grafton  3 

On  Monday,  the  20th  of  November,  at  Night,  Mr, 
Vaughan  was  ferved  with  a  copy  of  the  rule  of  court, 
as  follows  ; 

Tuefday,  next  after  the  o&ave  of  St.  Martin,  in  the 
tenth  year  of  king  George  the  third. 

Middlefex.  Upon  reading  the  feveral  affidavits  of  his 

grace  Auguftus  Henry,  duke  of  Grafton, 
and  three  paper  writings  thereunto  an¬ 
nexed,  of  Samuel  Baldwin,  gentleman, 
Richard  Reynell,  efquire,  and  of  William 
Pollock,  efquire,  it  is  ordered,  that  Sa¬ 
turday  *,  in  fifteen  days  from  the  day  of 
St.  Martin,  be  given  to  Samuel  Vaughan 
to  fhew  caufe,  why  an  information  fliould 
not  be  exhibited  aeainft  him,  for  certain 

o  * 

mifdemeanors.  Upon  notice  of  this  rule 
to  be  given  to  him  in  the  mean  time. 

Q11  the  motion  of  Mr.  Solicitor-General, 

By  the  Court. 


Mr.  Vaughan’s  affidavit  in  anffeiy  filed  the  2jih  of 

November  f . 

f  The  King, 

In  the  King’s  Bench*  againfl 

(_  Samuel  Vaughan,  merchant- 

Samuel  Vaughan,  of  Mincing-lane,  merchant, 
$he  above  defendant,  maketh  oath,  “  That  on,  or  about 

•  f  1  1  .  \  1  ■  *  '  1 

*  November  25th. 

f  The  critical  reader  is  defired  to  ohferve  the  very  fliort  fpace 
■g[  time  allowed  the  defendant  to  prepare  his  anfwer. 

the 
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the  tenth  day  of  June  Lift,  he  did  fend  under  cover* 
diredted  for  his  grace  the  duke  of  Grafton,  the  three 
feveral  papers  refpedtively,  A,  B,  C,  and  which  have 
been  produced  as  exhibits  in  this  cafe  *.  And  this  de¬ 
ponent  faith,  that  he  is  now,  and  hath  been,  ever  fince 
the  25th  of  March,  1765,  entitled  to  the  profits  of  the 
faid  office,  fubjedt  to  the  payment  of  ascertain  annual 
fum,  by  virtue  of  an  agreement  with  the  proprietors 
thereof ;  and  this  deponent  hath  been  informed  by  deeds, 
and  other  papers  relating  to  the  faid  office,  and  verily 
believes,  that  the  fame  was  granted,  by  letters  patent, 
6th  April,  1716,  to  John  Page  and  his  affigns,  for  the 
life  of  Page  ;  which  Page  was  a  truftee  in  the  faid  office 
for  one  Woodhoufe;  who  having  died  conliderabiy  in¬ 
debted,  the  benefit  of  the  faid  trufl  was  directed  to  be 
SOLD  by  a  decree  of  the  court  of  chancery  f,  for  the  fa- 
tisfadtion  of  his  debts  ;  and  the  fame  was  purchafed  by 
John  Lawton,  at  the  fum  of  thirteen  hundred  and  fifty 
pounds,  for  the  joint  benefit  of  himfelf  and  of  Nicholas 
Paxton.  That  upon  a  petition  prefen  ted  by  the  faid 
John  Lawton  and  Nicholas  Paxton,  fetting  forth  the 
shove  fadts  if,  a  new  patent  was  granted  on  the  25  th  of 


*  Had  Mr.  Vaughan  put  the  proof  of  the  dejivery  of  his  affi¬ 
davit  upon  the  duke,  it  might  in  point  of  laiv  have  tailed. 

j  Bearing  date  the  27: h  of  June,  1733.  Caufe  entitled  Pier- 
point  and  other  creditors,  againft  Cafwail  and  others  ;  by  which 
it  fully,  appeared  that  James  Woodhoufe  had  mortgaged  the  laid 
place  to  fir  George  Cafwail,  knight. 

£  The  following  are  extra6fs  from  the  petition  prefented  to 
Iris  majefty  king  George  the  fecond,  by  Mefl".  Lawton  and  Pax- 
ten,  “  April  6th,  1716,  iris  majefty  king  George  the  firft  granted 
i(  to  John  Page,  or  his  affigns,  (for  the  life  of  Page)  the  office 
*<  of  chief  clerk  to  attend  the  fupreme  court,  refiding  in  the 
<<  town  of  St.  Jago  de  I  t  Vega,  in  Jamaica.  This  place  pro- 
«<  duced  to  Mr.  Page  250/.  per  annum.  Mr.  Page  was  only 
<<  truftee  for  one  Woodhoufe,  who  died  in  debt,  and  the  em- 
«<  ployment  for  Page’s  life  was  ordered  to  be  fold  for  the  pay- 
ment  of  Woodhoufe’s  debts  by  a  decree  of  the  court  of 
««  chancery. —Under  the  faid  decree,  Mr.  Lawton  bought  the 
faid  place  for  Page’s  life  for  1350/.  for  his  own  ufe,  and  Mr. 
“  Paxton’s  jointly.” — “  Mr.  Lawton  and  Mr.  Paxton,  molt 
4f  humbly  pray  your  majefty,  to  give  them  a  reverfionary  grant 
44  of  the  office,  to  take  place  after  the  life  of  Page,  to  them  or 
44  the  furvivor  of  them,  or  to  give  them  leave  to  name  another 
44  perfon  in  the  room  of  Page,  (who  will  refign  his  imereft,) 
that  they  mzy  have  a  patent  for  three  lives.” 

September, 
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September,  1735,  to  the  faid  Nicholas  Paxton,  foil* 
Lawton  and  Abraham  Farley,  to  hold  the  faid  office  for 
their  natuiffia* lives,  and  the  life  of  the  furvivor.  That 
Abraham  Farley,  on  the  12th  of  February,  17  35-6,  ex¬ 
ecuted  a  deed,  declaring  that  his  name  was  only  uled  in 
truji  for  the  laid  Nicholas  Paxton  and  John  Lawton, 
their  executors,  adminiftrators  and  affigns.  And,  upon 
the  fourth  of  June,  1736,  the  faid  Nicholas  Paxton  and 
John  Lawton  executed  a  deed,  declaring  that  no  benefit 
ol  furvivorjhip  fhould  be  taken  of  either  of  them.  That, 
upon  the  death  of  Nicholas  Paxton,  his  moiety  of  the 
office  was  fold  to  Samuel  Tufnell  and  Jofeph  Richardfon 
for  thirteen  hundred  and  eighty  pounds,  and  their  intereffc 
therein  veiled  in  John  Richardfon  and  Charles  Tufnell. 
That  the  moiety  of  John  Lawton  was  by  his  will  be¬ 
queathed  to  Ann  his  widow,  (and  now  the  wdfe  of  the 
reverend  Mr.  Whittington)  for  her  life,  and  then  to  his 
brother  Henry  Lawton  for  his  life,  and  after  his  deceafe 
to  Robert  Lawton,  nephew  of  the  teflor.  That  the 
faid  office  had  been  demifed,  as  h.e  hath  been  informed 
and  believes,  by  the  proprietors  thereof  at  a  certain  an¬ 
nual  rent,  and  was  fo  demifed  by  them  to  one  John 
Evans  f  ;  who  dying  in  November,  1764,  this  deponent 

'  applied 

•f  Mr.  Vaughan  and  many  others  having  been  confiderably 
injured  by  the  negledt  of  former  clerks  of  the  court,  in  not  re¬ 
cording  the  judgements  obtained  ;  he  therefore  in  176a,  encou¬ 
raged  Mr.  Evans,  a  perfon  every  way  qualified  for  that  trult,  in  ids 
defign  of  applying  for  the  deputation, as  the  leale  of  the  perfon  who 
then  po  fie  fled  it  was  nearly  expired  5  Mr.  Evans  obtained  a  (even 
years  leafe,  and  Mr.  Vaughan  (at  his  requefi,  and  with  no  other 
viewthan  the  advantage  he  fhould  teceive  in  common  with  thepub- 
lic,  from  the  proper  management  of  the  office)  became  fecurity 
for  his  good  behaviour,  for  the  payment  of  the  rent,  and  for  the 
annual  delivery  of  four  puncheons  of  rum  in  the  river  Thames. 
And,  in  order  to  enable  him  to  leave  England  immediately,  to  take 
upon  him  the  execution  of  that  office,  Mr.  Vaughan  lent  him  near 
3000I.  fterling  upon  his  own  bond ,  at  5  per  cent,  though  Mr.  Evans 
would  have  given  6  per  cent,  the, legal  interelt  of  that  illand.—— 
N.B.  Intereft  of  money  was  reduced  in  1738  from  10  to  8  per 
cent,  and  in  1752  to  6  per  cent,  the  prelent  interelt.  When  Mr. 
Vaughan  left  Jamaica  in  1752  to  fettle  in  London,  he  gave  up 
ail  his  fecurities  bearing  8  percent,  interefi,  and  fome  old  bonds 
(taken  in  payment)  at  10  percent,  in  lieu  of  others  at  5  percent. 
——This  is  mentioned  inertly  to  (hew,  that  lie  had  no  defire  to 

entreats, 
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applied  for  and  obtained,  in  February,  i  765’,  an  ap¬ 
pointment  of  the  faid  office,  together  with  two  other 
offices  in  the  faid  ifland,  viz.  the  office  of  /clerk  of  the 
crown,  and  clerk  of  the  peace  in  the  faid  ifland  (which 
were  all  comprized  in  the  letters  patents  in  1735  to  Law- 
ton,  Paxton,  and  Farley)  upon  the  fame  terms  that 
Evans  had  held  them  ;  which  wrere  the  payment  of  four 
hundred  guineas,  and  four  puncheons  of  rum  per  annum 
to  the  proprietors  thereof ;  and  this  deponent  hath  ever 
fince  enjoyed  the  profits  of  the  faid  offices,  and  exercifed 
the  fame,  byhimfelf,  or  other  perfons  authorized  by  him. 
And  this  deponent  further  faith,  that  the  office  of  clerk 
of  the  fupreme  court  in  the  ifland  of  Jamaica,  as  exprefi’ed 
in  the  patent  of  the  eighth  of  king  George  the  fecond,  is 
from  time  to  time  to  fign  and  feal  all  i Writs  and  other  procefs 
ijfuing  forth  of  the  faid  fupreme  court ,  and  alfo  to  enter  de¬ 
crees  and  other  proceedings ,  and  to  keep  the  records  of  the 
fame  court ;  and  that  fuch  hath  been  the  buiinefs  and 
duty  of  the  faid  office ;  and  this  deponent  apprehends 
that  office  neither  is  nor  ever  was  judicial,  but  is  fimilar 
to  the  offices  of  prothonotaries,  chirographers,  filazers, 
and  other  offices  of  the  courts  of  JVeJiminJler-hall  * ;  all 
which  places  in  England,  as  this  deponent  hath  been 
credibly  informed  and  verily  believes,  have  beeny2/<r/; 
and  that  the  place  of  the  clerk  of  the  fupreme  court  in 
Jamaica  having  been  fold  for  payment  of  debts  by  a  de¬ 
cree  of  the  lord  chancellor,  and  having  been  devifed ,  fet¬ 
tled  f,  aliened  and  demifed  for  years,  this  deponent  did 
and  doth  conceive,  that  it  wras  not  one  of  thofe  offices, 
which  ought  not  to  be  faleable  by  any  perfon  whatfo- 

encreafe  bis  fortune  but  by  generous  and  the  ?nejl  honourable 
means.  In  apology  for  giving  this  and  other  general  views  of 
Mr.  Vaughan’s  condu£t,  let  it  be  obferved  once  for  all,  that  his 
enemies  by  various  methods  prejudiced  the  judgement  of  the 
public,  long  before  he  had  an  opport  unity  of  defending  himfelf ; 
hence  it  was  neceffary  to  mention  fome  particulars,  which  would 
ctherwife  have  been  entirely  concealed  from  public  view. 

*  The  only  difference  between  thofe  offices  io  fold,  and  that 
of  the  cleik  of  the  fupreme  court  in  the  ifland  of  Jamaica,  is, 
that  the  former  at  e  held  under  the  lord  chief  jutlice  or  the  lord 
chancellor  for  the  time  being,  the  latter  under  grant  from  the 
crown., 

f  Mortgaged-. 
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ever*.  And  this  deponent  farther  faith,  that  before  he 
received  any  appointment  to  the  faid  office,  and  while  he 
refided  in  Jamaica,  the  clerk  of  the  fupreme  court  neg¬ 
lected  the  recording  of  judgments  obtained  ;  by  which 
means  he,  (this  deponent)  as  well  as  many  others,  be¬ 
came  very  confiderable  fufferers  ;  and  that  the  deponent 
was  induced  to  apply  for  the  faid  office  in  his  own  name, 
on  the  death  of  Evans  f,  for  whom  he  had  been  fecurity, 

*  Provided  fuch  money  was  properly  appropriated. 

•f  Upon  the  death  of  Mr.  Evans,  his  widow  wrote  to  Mr* 
Vaughan,  defiring  him  to  intercede  with  the  proprietors  that  (he 
might  enjoy  the  remainder  of  her  late  hufband’s  term  in  the 
leafe.  He  accordingly  fhewed  her  letter  to  the  patentee,  and 
the  proprietors ;  feconding  her  requefl  to  each  of  them,  and 
offering  to  become  fecurity  for  the  payment  of  the  rent,  and 
likewiie  for  the  appointment  of  proper  perfons  to  officiate  in  a 
poll  which  was  of  fo  much  confequence.  But  this  was  objected 
to  as  impracticable.  Mr.  Vaughan  then  defired,  that  he  and 
four  other  perfons  then  named,  (who  he  was  perfuaded  would 
faithfully  difeharge  the  truft)  might  be  deputed,  telling  them, 
that  he  fhould  make  it  a  condition  with  the  aCting  deputy  (who 
lie  intended  fhould  enjoy  all  the  profits)  to  pay  the  widow  one 
hundred  pounds  fterling  per  annum,  for  the  term  of  her  late 
hufband’s  leafe.  A  deputation,  and  deed  of  leafe  for  feven  years 
was  accordingly  executed,  which  will  expire  the  25th  of  March, 
1772,  or  upon  the  death  either  of  Mr.  Farley  or  Mr.  Vaughan. 
---Mr.  Vaughan  had  not  at  that  time  the  mod  diftant  idea  of 
having  any  fhare  in  the  benefit  of  it.  His  bed  friend  however 
foon  afterwards  recommended  it  to  him,  to  avail  himfelf  of  the 
opportunity  of  enjoying  part  of  the  profits  of  fo  lucrative  at 
office,  efpecially,  as  there  would  be  fufficient  encouragement  for 
the  deputy. ---He  took  the  advice,  and  with  that  view  deter¬ 
mined  to  go  out  and  fettle  the  office  himfelf,  and  foon  after 
efnbarked  for  the  ijland.  Upon  his  arrival  there,  he  laid  down  a 
regular  plan  for  conducting  the  office.  He  took  a  bond  from 
Cheney  Hamilton,  E(q;  whom  he  appointed  his  aCting  deputy 
in  5000I.  penalty,  to  pay  him  (Mr.  Vaughan)  an  advanced  rent 
therein  mentioned.  He  made  it  an  exprefs  condition  in  the 
bond,  that  Mr.  Hamilton  fhould  give  up  ail  other  bufinefs  and. 
rejide  conftantly  upon  the  [pot  ;  Itipulating  therein,  that  Mr. 
Hamilton  fhould  pay  to  Thomas  Atkins,  the  next  in  deputation, 
-zool.  fterling  per  annum, ---to  the  clerks  their  annual  falaries, — 
and  to  Mrs.  Evans  the  fum  of  one  hundred  pounds  fterling  for 
the  remainder  of  the  term  of  her  late  hufband’s  leafe  ;  and  thtt 
he  fhould  likewife difeharge  all  incidental  expences  $  with  a  con¬ 
dition,  that,  if  after  the  payment  of  the  rent,  Sec.  the  remain¬ 
der  of  the  neat  profits  fhould  not  amount  to  500I.  fterling  for  his 
falary ,  Mr.  Vaughan  obliged  himfelf  to  make  up  to  him  what¬ 
ever  fhould  be  wanting  of  that  fum  ;  —  for  this  however  3S  yet 
there  has  been  noneceflity  5  the  deputy  having  hitherto  received 
•onfiderable  additional  advantages. 

D  in 
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iri  confideration  of  the  benefit  that  would  accrue  to  him- 
ielt  and  other  perfons  who  had  debts  owing  to  them  in 
Jamaica,  by  a  regular  execution  of  the  office.  And  the: 
deponent,  upon,  his  appointment,,  went  over  to  Jamaica, 
where  he  continued  for  fome  time,  fettled  and  put  the 
office  upon  a  refpedtable  footing.  And  this  deponent 
faith,  that  he  has  been  informed  and  believes,  that  be¬ 
fore  Mr.  Bontein’s  appointment  to  that  office,  (whom 
Evans  fucceeded)  no  more  than  one  clerk  had  been  {fated- 
ly  employed  in  that  office,  at  the  ufual  falary  of  one  hun¬ 
dred  pounds  currency  per  annum  \  but  that  he  (this  de¬ 
ponent)  has  and  does  fecure  to  his  deputy,  five  hundred 
pounds  ftcrling  per  annum ,  clear  of  all  charges,  to  exe¬ 
cute  the  office;  that  he  alfofecured  two  hundred  pounds 
lferling  per  annum  to  the  next  in  nomination  while  in 
office  ;  that  the  head  clerk  had  and  has  two  hundred, 
and  the  inferior  clerks  one  hundred  pounds  currency  per 
annum  each;  by  which  ample  provifion,.  able  perfons 
■are  engaged  to  di (charge  the  duties  of  the  office  with  regu- 
larityand  difpatch  *.  And  that  he  (this  deponent)  hath 
voluntarily,  and  without  felicitation,  allowed  the  widow 
of  Mr.  Evans,  deceafed,  (who  was  the  laft  deputy  in 
office)  one  hundred  pounds  fterli ng  per  annum  ever  lince 
his  appointment  f .  And  this  deponent  faith,  that  by 
•the  votes  of  the  aflembly  in  Jamaica  it  appears,  thatfince 

*  The  difference  in  the  regularity  of  the  management  of  the 
office  is  the  more  remarkable,  as  in  Mr.  Bontein’s  time 
(1758)  an  act  palled  (by  his  intereft)  which  augmented  the  fees 
upwards  of  3000b  per  annum  ;  whereas,  in  the  year  1763,  when 
Mr.  Evans  was  deputy,  they  were  confiderably  reduced  by  an 
abt,  which  was  to  continue  in  force  three  years  ;  and  at  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  that  time  in  1766,  while  Mr.  Vaughan  had  the  de¬ 
putation,  they  were  reduced  ftill  further,  and  regulated  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  original  law  of  17;  1.  and  thus  they  continue  as 
this  time. 

f  Mr.  Vaughan  received  a  letter  from  his  deputy  Cheney  Ha¬ 
milton,  dated,  Jamaica,  23  Feb.  1766,  wherein  he  advifed,  That 
Mrs-  Evans  was  married  to  Mr.  Ramfay,  regifter  in  chancery, 
the  13th  inlL  and  that,  as  fne  was  no  longer  the  clerk  of  the 
court’s  widow,  but  was  the  wife  of  another  perfon,  who  had  a 
good  office  to  depend  upon  j  he  advifed  to  withdraw  the  an¬ 
nuity.  To  this,  the  13th  of  May  following,  Mr.  Vaughan  re¬ 
turned  for  anfwer,  i  That  the  promife  to  Mrs.  Evans  of  an 
‘  annuity,  was  not  intended  to  the  name,  but  the  perlon,  there- 
*  fore  he  could  not  in  honour  withdraw  itF 
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the  faicl  appointments  of  Mr.  Evans  and  this  deponent, 
frequent  complaints  have  been  made  againft  the  practices 
of  all  the  public  offices  in  Jamaica,  that  of  the  clerk  of  the 
fupremc  court  only  excepted ;  which  office,  face  that  time, 
appears  to  have  been  regularly  conducted,  and  that  no 
more  fees  have  been  demanded  or  received  in  that  office, 
than  what  was  by  law  eftablifhed  *  ;  although  by  the 
report  -from  the  committee  appointed  to  infpedt  the  pub¬ 
lic  offices,  it  appeared,  cc  that  the  fees  fo  by  them  taken 
ct  under  colour  and  pretence  of  ufage  and  cuftom,  are 
cc  in  many  inffances  four  times  more  than  is  allowed  by 
cc  law,  and  that  in  general,  the  fees  are  much  more 
cc  than  warranted  by  law.”  That  the  following  report 
was  made  to  the  afTembly  the  1 8th  of  November,  1767. 
cc  Your  committee  have  alfo  examined  the  records  of 
the  office  of  the  clerk  of  the  fupreme  court,  and  do 
4C  find  that  office  to  be  carried  on  with  great  care,  the 
cc  records  duly  entered  up  ;  and  the  prefen  t  gentleman, 
<c  v/ho  has  the  conduct  of  that  office,  has  all'o  provided 
books,  wherein  he  carefully  enters  all  writs  of  view 
wkh  -their  returns,  alfo  all  proceedings  had  in  parti- 
<c  tion,  and  other  matters,  which  are  of  great  ufe  to  the 
<c  public,  and  greatly  tend  to  the  fafety  of  the  fuitors.of 
that  court,  and  particularly  to  the  holders  of  land  in 
cc  this  Lfland.”  And  this  deponent  further  faith,  that 
upon  his  return  from  Jamaica,  from  the  very  extraor¬ 
dinary  trouble  and  expences  he  was  and  continues  to  be 
at,  for  the  regulating  and  fecuring  the  due  execution  of 
the  office  beyond  any  of  his  (this  deponent’s)  prede- 
ceffiors,  he  (this  deponent)  thinking  he  might  plead  fome 
merit,  laid  before  general  Conway,  then  fecretary  of 
{late  for  the  fouthern  department,  the  caff except  the 
laft  article,  and  the  report  that  has  been  exhibited  in  this 
cafe,  in  confirmation;  as  alfo  an  humble  petition  to  th# 
king  f ,  the  fame,  as  far  as  circumffances  would  admit, 
as  that  of  MefTrs.  Lawton  and  Paxton,  upon  which  the 
laft  patent  was  granted,  praying  a  reverfionary  grant  in 
his  own  and  his  fon  Benjamin’s  name  ;  with  the  follow¬ 
ing  additional  teftimonial,  figned  by  the  principal  Ja¬ 
maica  merchants  and  planters  refilling  in  this  kingdom  ^ 


*  Vide  the  appendix. 

t  Mr.  Vaughan  left  them  with  general  Conway,  who  kept 
them  (ome  weeks,  and  then  returned  them. 

D  2  who. 
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who,  from  a  conviction  of  this  deponent’s  having  pro- 

nt ° ted  public  fecurity  in  that  ifland,  gave  countenance 
to  his  requelt. 


<£  May  it  pleafe  your  Majefly, 

«  C  We,^re  ^bferibers  do  moll  humbly  certify,  that 
'  yamucl  v  aughan,  Efq;  is  a  perfon  of  known  reputa- 
tj0n  \  t“at  ^1C  hath  refided  many  years  in  the  ifland  of 
Jamaica;  and  that  we  do  believe  him  fully  qualified. 

v‘  lor  the  dirpdlion  of  the  above-mentioned  office.” 

•  .  \  « 


f  Rofe  Fuller 
*  Stephen  Fuller 
George  Haley 
Thomas  Fuller 
t  Edward  Morant 
Peter  Simmond 
Robert  Allen 
John  S err i cold 
f  George  Aufrere 
Thomas  Hall 


Beeflon  Long- 
Marm.  Hilton 
Vincent  Bifcoe 
Fhomas  Truman 
George  Chandler 
f  William  Baker 
Barlow  Trecothick 
Samuel  Turner 
f  John  Tcmlinfon 

Capel  &  Olgood  Hanbury 
Collet  &  Co. 


And  this  deponent  further  faith,  «  That  he  requefled 
the  favour  of  Mr.  Henry  Newcome  of  Hackney,  who 
was  honoured  with  the  duke  of  Grafton’s  friendfhip, 
/  -cietary  of  flate  for  the  northern  department  J ) 
to  uciiver  this  deponent’s  caje9  and  other  credentials  l|  to 
tee  dure9  and  to  crave  his  interpofition.  Shortly  after 
tms  deponent  received  inclofed  from  Mr.  Newcome,  thq 
duKes  amwer,  pf  which  the  following  is  a  true  copy. 


(c  Grofvenor-fquare,  Jan.  28,  1766. 

oir, 

tC  ^  ai>Sver  to  your  favour  of  the  24th  infl.  relative 
to  Mr.  Vaughan,  I  am  to  acquaint  you,  that  I  have 


i  Members  in  parliament. 

Agent  for  the  ifland  of  Jamaica. 

nV’  '  Jn  the  late  duke  of  Newcaftle  was  fecretnry  of  flate  for 
e  northern  department,  the  plantations  were  under  his  direc- 

*  ’  vr  ’MS  U:le  duke  of  Grafton  was  this  time  in  the  fame 

’|  f  *»  n  aPPked  to  him?  as  well  as  general  Conway, 

who  Lad  the  fouthern  department,  and  to  no  other  perfon.  y ' 

Vina  ZhhTes  -rhls  cafe>  thc  reF9*T  and  petition  to  the 
■Hng,  with  the  certificate.  f 
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made  k  a  rule  not  to  interfere  in  any  department  tmt 
cc  my  own  ;  and  as  that  gentleman  has  already  applied 
*c  to  the  marquis  of  Rockingham,  and  Mr.  Secretary 
“  Conway,  to  whom  this  affair  properly  belongs,  I 
i4  make  no  doubt,  if  it  is  a  thing  that  is  proper, ^  but 
u  that  they  will  come  into  it.  I  am,  with  o-reat  re- 
gard  '  “  Sir,  & 

cc  Your  mpft  obedient  humble  fervant, 
Mr.  H.  Newcome.  “  Grafton.’* 


And  this  deponent  further  faith,  <  That  he  appre¬ 
hends  the  duke  had  been  mifinformed ;  this  deponent 
nevtr  having  applied  to  the  marquis  of  Rockingham  upon 
that  account  *,  although  he  had  frequent  opportunities 
had  he  thought  it  neceffary  ;  but  only  to  the  fecretaries  of 
flate,  to  whofe  department  he  fuppofed  it  more  properly 
belonged  f.  That  this  deponent,  not  having  fucceeded 
in  his  application  at  that  time,  had  laid  afide  all  thoughts 
of  any  farther  application,  till  the  occafion  after-men¬ 
tioned  +.  This  deponent  further  faith,  that,  in  Febru¬ 
ary,  1769,  Mr.  Richardfon  called  upon  this  deponent 
to  acquaint  him,  that  one  Mr.  Howell,  (who  this  depo¬ 
nent  knew,  had  formerly  been  a  furgeon  to  the  hofpital 
in  Germany,  and  had  afterwards  gone  out  as  ftamp- 
mafter  to  Jamaica  ||)  had  applied  to  each  proprietor  and 
offered  a  larger  rent,  or  to  purchafe  outright  the  patent 
for  Mr.  Farley’s  life  ;  this  deponent  anfwered,  that  what 
he  had  done  for  the  public  fecurity  of  property,  the  inter- 
eft  he  himfelf  ftill  had  in  continuing  to  fecure  it,  and 
the  approbation  he  had  met  with  from  the  gentlemen 
concerned,  gave  him,  he  hoped,  fomc  claim  to  a  pre- 


*  Becaufe  lord  Rockingham  was  firft  lord  of  the  treafury. 
This  is  an  evident  proof  that  Mr.  Vaughan  would  never  have 
applied  to  the  firff  lord  of  the  treafury  for  this  office,  (it  being 
out  of  his  province)  had  it  not  been  for  the  duke’s  interference 
ill  the  difpofa!,  as  will  appear  hereafter. 

f  As  is  verified  by  Mr.  Pollocks’s  affidavit,  p.  12. 
t  Mr.  Vaughan  not  being  able  to  find  accefs  to  the  throne, 
made  no  further  attempt  from  December,  1765,  until  the  zzd 
of  March,  1769,  to  procure  a  patent,  and  then,  roufed  by  the 
attack  made  upon  his  property  in  the  leafe,  he  haftily  determined 
to  ufe  every  juftifiable  means  in  his  defence. 

jj  Mr.  Howell  had  at  this  time  a  fourteen  years  leafe  of  the 
provoft  marfhal’s  office,  the  molt  lucrative  in  that  ifland. 

ference  $ 
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fcrencc  ;  and  that,  in  cafe  the  place  was  to  be  lett  for  2 
longer  time,  or  to  be  fold,  he  this  deponent  would  give 
for  it  as  much  as  any  other  perfon.  To  this  Mr.  Rich¬ 
ard  foil  affented,  and  promised  for  himfelf,  to  give  him 
(this  deponent)  the  preference.  Shortly  after,  captain 
Tufnell  gave  this  deponent  the  fame  a  durances.  And 
this  deponent  further  faith,  that  fome  days  after  this, 
Mr.  Richardfon  and  captain  Tufnell  camp  to  him  this 
deponent,  and  that  the  former  faid,  that  Mr.  Howdl 
had  called  -upon  him  with  a  further  propofal,  adding, 
that  he  had  agreed  with  Mr.  Whittington  for  his  moiety  ; 
to  which  Mr.  Richardfon  replied,  that  he  could  do  no¬ 
thing  in  the  affair  without  firft  confulting  him  this 
deponent.  At  the  fame  time  captain  Tufnell  faid,  that, 
notwithflanding  this,  Mr.  Howell  had  come  diredtly 
from  Mr.  Richardfon  to  him  in  the  country,  alluring 
him  that  he  had  agreed  both  with  Mr.  Whittington  and 
with  Mr.  Richardfon,  and  only  wanted  his  concurrence  : 
that  captain  Tufnell  had  given  for  anfwer,  that  he  could 
do  nothing  until  he  had  feen  Mr.  Richardfon  and  this 
deponent  ;  and  that  they  then  both  declared  their  diflike  * 
of  fuch  unfair  proceedings.  And  this  deponent  further 
faith,  he  then,  in  order  to  fecure  beyond  doubt  his  pro¬ 
perty  in  the  leafe,  faid  he  would  give  more  than  any  other 
perlcn,  requeuing  they  would  name  a  price  :  this  was 
declined,  but  they  again  both  prpmifed,  that  this  depo¬ 
nent  fnould  have  a  preference.  And  this  deponent  fur¬ 
ther  faith,  that  upon  the  22d  of  March,  he  met  Mr. 
Whittington  at  home,  when  he  (this  deponent)  pleaded 
the  reafons  he  had  to  expeef  a  preference,  offered  to  give 
more  for  the  office  than  any  other  perfon,  and  acquainted 
him  with  the  promife  given  by  Mr.  Richardfon  and  cap¬ 
tain  Tufnell,  to  give  him  (this  deponent)  a  preference. 
To  which  Mr.  Whittington  replied,  that  at  the  inftance 
of  the  duke  of  Grafton,  lord  Hertford,  general  Conway, 
&c.  he  had  confented  to  difpofe  of  his  moiety  for  Mr. 
Farley’s  life  to  Mr.  Howell;  that  the  agreement  was 
made,  and  that  he  was  under  fuch  ties,  as  put  it  out  of 
his  power  to  reiracl ;  and  faid,  if  the  marquis  of  Granby 
applied  to  captain  Tufnell,  and  the  duke  of  Grafton  to 
Mr.  Richardfon,  they  could  not  withftand  fo  powerful 

*  Centmf-t,  was  the  exfreffion  they  both  made  ufe  cf. 
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an  interpofition.  That  this  deponent  went  immediate’-* 
lv  from  Mr.  Whittington  to  Mr.  Richardfon,  who, 
after  being;  acquainted  with  what  had  pa  fled,  generoufly 
confirmed  his  former  affurances  of  giving  him  (this  de¬ 
ponent*)  a  preference  *.  And  this  deponent  further 
faith,  that  as  he  had  not  the  lead  recommendation  to,  or 
intereft  with  the  duke  of  Grafton,  (who  had  formerly- 
declined  to  interfere  in  this  matter,  as  not  being  within 
his  department)  he  requefted  Mr.  Richardfon  would, 
by  means  of  f  Mr.  Stonehewer,  the  duke  of  Grafton’s 
Secretary,  apply  for  a  patent  in  the  name  of  himfelf  and 
his  fon  ;  but  this  Mr.  Richardfon  declined  +.  This 
deponent  not  finding  captain  Tufnell  at  home,  then 
went  to  Mr.  Howell,  and  expoftulated  with  him  upon 
the  impropriety  of  treating  for  a  refignation  to  the  pre¬ 
judice  of  his  leafe,  defiring,  in  cafe  he  was  determined 
to  purfue  his  purpofe,  that  he  would  give  the  proprie¬ 
tors  and  himfelf  a  meeting,  to  the  intent,  that  each 
might  fix  upon  the  utmoft  that  he  was  willing  t« 
give,  in  order  to  have  the  affair  finally  determined. 
This  Mr.  Howell  reje&ed  ;  but  offered  terms  to  the  de¬ 
ponent,  in  cafe  he  would  not  interfere  in  the  purchafe  of 
Mr.  Richardfon  and  captain  Tufnell’s  moiety  for  Mr. 
Farley’s  life  §  5  which  terms  this  deponent,  having  the 


*  Mr.  Richardfon  added,  that  though  he  had  the  higheft  re¬ 
gard  for  the  duke  of  Grafton,  yet  fhould  any  application  be 
niade,  nothing  fhould  induce  him  to  break  his  promife. 

f  His  relation.  ,  ,  .  , 

t  Altho’  Mr.  Richardfon  informed  Mr.  Vaughan,  that  he  had 
been  with  the  duke  of  Grafton  in  his  clofet,  who  told  him,  that 
he  did  not  know  Mr.  Howell,  but  that  in  caie  Mr .  bi  adfhaw  loli - 
cited  the  appointment,  he  would  oblige  him.  — Mi .  hi  adfhaw 
being  fecretary  to  the  treafury,  and  thought  by  many  to  be  the 
duke  of  Grafton’s  confidant,  Mr.  Vaughan  prefumed  that  he 
underftood  this  acquiefoence,  and  fuppofed  it  to  have  been 
founded  upon  fome  previous  condition,  as  he  coulo  not  think  it 
probable,  that  the  duke  would  appoint  an  unknown  person  to  a 
place  of  that  trulf  and  profit,  merely  upon  the  recommendation 
of  a  fecretary.  Indeed  this  was  a  principal  reaion  why  Mr. 
Vaughan  imagined  Mr.  Howell  had  offered  money  cr  conditions, 

either  to  the  duke  or  his  agent.  . 

&  Mr.  Howell  faid,  if  Mr.  Vaughan  would  not  interfere,  he 
fhould  continue  in  office  the  term  of  his  leafe,  and  alter  that, 
fhould  have  a  new  leafe  made  out  to  lr.m  upon  reafonable  terms, 
but  without  at  all  fpecifying  the  terms.  This  Mr.  Vaughan, 
after  what  bad faJJ'ed,  could  not  confider  as  any  fecunty  at  all. 

pro* 
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prcm.fe  of  the  moiety  of  Mr.  Richardfon  and  captain 

/  Ll  Ilc  /»  and  .having>  ^  he  thought,  a  fuperior  claim 
to  a  preference  in  the  grant,  rejefted.  Mr.  Howell  then 
anfwered,  that  the  duke  of  Grafton  had  promifed  him  a 
patent  for  the  office,  upon  Mr.  Farley’s  refignation  ; 
which  refignation  hefhould  endeavour  to  procure  as  foon 
as  poffible*  left  a  change  of  minijby  Jhould  take  place . 
1  his  deponent  thought  this  procedure,  as  it  would  have 
annulled  this  deponent’s  leafe,  unjuft  in  Mr.  Howell  f, 
who  could  claim  no  merit  with  refpeft  to  the  office:  and 
finding  hirtifelf  thus  unexpeftedly  and  powerfully  at¬ 
tacked  ;  and  confdering  the  duke  of  Grafton’s  inter¬ 
ference  when  it  was  out  of  his  province  as  a  commiffioner 
of  the  Treafury,  although  he  had  declined  it,  under  a 
ftrong  recommendation  when  fecretary  of  fcate  ;  and 
this  deponent  being  alfo  informed,  that  a  confideration 
was  ufually  given  for  fuch  places  in  the  colonies  unon 
thefe  grounds  this  deponent  judged  that  Mr.  Howell  had 
offered  a  confideration,  and  therefore  that  he  had  aright 
to  counter-aft  him,  rather  than  fubmit  to  the  ill  ufaVe 
he  had  received,  and  to  be  deprived  of  his  legal  right  tn 
the  leafe ;  as  this  deponent  apprehends  that  a  refignation 
of  the  patent  upon  which  his  leafe  was  founded," would 
have  cancelled  the  force,  or  effeft,  of  the  faid  leafe;  and 
that  all  grants  m  confecpience  thereof,  would  become  null 
and  void.  Therefore  he,  (this  deponent)  as  the  only 
remedy  left  to  preferve  his  right,  had  again  recourfe  to 
Mr.  Henry  Newcome  of  Hackney,  to  whom  he  went 
that  afternoon,  and  acquainted  him  with  Mr.  Howell’s 
and  Mi.  Whittington  s  behaviour,  wuth  his  own  preten¬ 
sions,  and  w  ith  the  difficulty  he  was  under  to  make  his 
cafe  known  to  the  duke  of  Grafton,  who,  he  concluded, 
had  forgot  this  deponent’s  former  application.  And  then 
he  (this  deponent)  the  fecond  time,  read  to  him  his  cafe 
or  memorial,  and  the  report  ol  the  committee,  appointed 
by  the  aifembly  of  Jamaica  to  infpeft  the  clerk  of  the 


f  Efpecially  as  he  well  knew  Mr.  Vaughan  bad  taken  a  voyage 
to  Jamaica,  on  purpofe  to  put  that  office  on  a  regular  and  refpeft- 
able  looting  ;  and  that  there  were  three  years  of  his  leafe  un- 
expired.  Yet  he  privately  endeavoured  to  invade  Mr.  Vaughan’s 
property  in  the  leafe,  to  (ruff  rare  his  pretenfions  to  the  renewal 
of  it  5  and  in  cafe  of  Mr.  Farley’s  death,  to  prevent  even  a 
chance  ot  procuiing  a  patent. 

court’;? 
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court  s  office,  exhibited  in  this  cafe;  and  alfo  acquainted 
him  with  his  intended  propofol  and  oath .  Mr.  Newcome 
expreffing  his  doubts,  how  fuch  a  propofol  mfoht  be 
taken  j  this  deponent  replied,  from  the  information  he 
had  received,  that  he  looked  upon  the  propofol  as  a  thina 
of  courfe  and  cuttomary ;  and  mentioned  a  cafe  of  a 
relation  of  his,  that  this  deponent  tnen  thought  fioular 
to  a  confederation  for  a  patent  for  an  office  not  judicial 
for  three  lives,  which  had  been,  and  was  negociable  and 
faleable  ;  and  further  remarked,  that  it  was  well  known, 
that  commiffions  in  the  army  were  publicly  *  fold.  And 
with  regard  to  the  propofed  affidavit,  this  deponent  ob- 
ferved,  that  it  was  intended  to  be  lodged  in  his  (Mr. 
Newcome’s)  own  hands,  as  a  fecurity  for  complying 
with  the  conditions  ottered  ;  to  remove  any  doubts  which 
might  arife  from  the  part  this  deponent  had  taken  in  pub¬ 
lic  affairs,  ol  his  having  any  enfnaring  views  towards  the 
duke  ;  and  to  put  himfefl,  in  this  refpedl,  upon  the  foot¬ 
ing  of  an  indifferent  or  unknown  perfon.  That  he 
(this  deponent)  trufted,  when  his  pretenttons  fhould  be 
known  and  attended  to,  that  it  would  evidently  appear, 
the  public  fecurity  was  connected  with  his  own  ;  and 
that,  as  he  had  already  acquired  lufficient  experience  to 
direct  that  office,  he  hoped  a  preference  would  be  given 
to  him,  in  cafe  of  Mr.  barley’s  refignation  or  death,  or 
words  to  that  effedl.  That  this  deponent  then  o-ave  his 
cafe  or  memorial  and  report  to  Mr.  Newcome,  faying, 
that  he  would  make  the  affidavit  the  next  morning,  and 
fend  it  to  him,  that  he  might  deliver  the  cafe  and  report, 
and  communicate  as  much  of  the  affidavit  to  the  duke  of 
Grafton,  as  he  fhould  think  proper.  To  which  Mr. 
Newcome  made  no  objection  J.  Therefore,  early  the 

next 


*  And  in  the  navy  allb,  privately.  A  relation  of  Mr.  Vaughan’s, 
now  abroad,  although  bred  up  in  the  armv  from  his  infancy,  a 
foltlier  of  known  worth,  wounded  alfo  in  the  fervice  of  his 
country  ;  even  this  man  was  obliged  to  purebafe  every  commif- 
fion,  from  a  pair  of  colours,  to  that  of  a  lieutenant-colonel. 

%  In  anairative  intended  for  publication,  and  which  Mr. 
Vaughan  (hewed  to  Mr.  Newcome  more  than  once  for  his  ap¬ 
probation  of  what  related  to  him,  it  was  faid,  to  which  Mr. 
Newcome  ajfented,  as  he  certainly  did.  But  Mr.  Newcome,  from 
forgetfulnei's  denying  the  having  given  his  confent,  Mr.  Vaughan 

£  after- 
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next  morning,  (March  23)  he  (this  deponent)  drew  up 
the  affidavit,  fwore  to  it  before  the  lord  mayor,  and  fent 
it  that  morning  to  Mr.  Newcome.  And  this  deponent 
further  faith,  that  after  having  fent  the  affidavit,  he 
(being  very  uneafy  at  the  hard  conditions  to  which  he 
was  reduced,  in  order  to  fecure  his  property,  notwith- 
ftanding  his  having  heard  that  the  meafure  was  ufual  and 
cuftomary  for  obtaining  lucrative  places,  and  that  he 
had  reafon  to  think  it  neceffary  in  this  cafe,  in  this  way, 
to  counter-a£f  the  meafure  of  his  antagonift,  and  being 
defirous,  if  his  property  could  be  otherwife  fecured,  to 
prevent  the  propofed  application  to  the  duke,)  immedi¬ 
ately  went  to  Mr.  Richardfon,  in  Downing-ffireet,  Weffi- 
minfter,  and,  after  much  converfation  upon  Mr.  Howell’s 
behaviour,  and  the  danger  this  deponent  was  in,  of 
having  his  leafe  rendered  null  and  void  by  a  refignation, 
again  Solicited  Mr.  Richardfon  to  name  a  price,  and 
offered  to  give  whatever  fum  he  would  fix  upon,  for  his 
quarter  of  the  leafe  for  Mr.  Farley’s  life  ;  that  they  might 
come  to  a  certain  agreement,  in  order  to  prevent  a  re- 
figmttion  ;  which,  could  it  then  have  been  effected, 
would  have  rendered  the  application  to  the  duke  of 
•Grafton,  by  means  of  Mr.  Newcome,  unneceffary.  But 
Mr.  Richardfon  declining  to  name  any  fum,  he  (this 
deponent)  offered  to  give  him  a  fum  for  his  quarter, 
which,  after  fome  time,  Mr.  Richardfon  con  fen  ted  to  ac¬ 
cept,  provided  that  captain  Tufnell  would  approve  and 
agree  to  the  fame  condition.  He  (this  deponent)  there¬ 
fore,  immediately  went  to  Mr.  Barrett,  agent  to  cap¬ 
tain  Tufnell,  who  informed  him  the  captain  was  in  the 
country  with  his  regiment.  This  deponent  therefore 
immediately  made  the  fame  propofal  by  letter  to  the  faid 
captain  Tufnell  *  ;  which  letter  he  read  over  to  Mr.  Ri¬ 
chardfon  before  he  fent  it.  And  this  deponent  further 

faith, 

afterwards  made  it  conformable  to  Mr.  Newcome’s  idea,  in  a 
narrative  interlined  with  Mr.  Newcome’s  own  hand. 

*  The  following  is  a  copy  of  Mr.  Vaughan’s  letter  to  captain 

fufnell,  viz. 

Sir,  London,  23  March  1769. 

Yefterday  Mr.  Whittington  informed  me,  that  he  had  re¬ 
ceived  a  meflage  (l  think  per  Mr.  Howell)  from  the  duke  of 
Grafton,  geu*ral  Conway,  &c.  that  they  (hould  be  glad  he 

would 
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faith,  that  he  then  had  intentions  of  going  to  Mr.  New- 
come,  to  prevent  any  application  to  the  duke  of  Grafton, 
until  he  knew  the  jfuccefs  of  his  letter  to  captain  Tuf- 
nell  f,  but  that  he,  that  afternoon  or  evening,  received 
a  letter  from  Mr.  Newcome  by  his  ufher  ;  and  of  which 
the  following  is  a  true  copy. 

cc  Dear  Sir, 

<c  Upon  every  occafion  it  will  be  a  great  pleafure  and 
fatisfa&ion  to  me  to  comply  with  Mr.  Vaughan’s 
requell:,  to  whom  I  muft  acknowledge  myfelf  in¬ 
debted  for  many  kindnefTes  ,  but  revolving  over  the 
late  affair  in  my  mind,  and  confidering  it  more  ma¬ 
turely,  I  muff  beg  leave  to  decline  interfering  in  the 
affair,  intirely  from  motives  of  fear,  which  perhaps 
may  arife  from  needlefs  fcruples  ;  yet  I  muff  acknow¬ 
ledge,  the  uncertainty  how  fuch  an  application  may 

would  come  upon  terms  with  Mr.  Howell,  for  the  refidue  of 
Mr.  Farley’s  life  in  the  office  in  Jamaica,  (in  which  cafe  Mr. 
Howell  faid,  he  had  a  promife  of  the  patent  ;)  and  at  the  fame 
time  intimated,  that,  if  the  dyke  applied  to  Mr.  Richardfon, 
and  the  marquis  of  Granby  to  yourfelf,  neither  of  you  could 
refill  fuch  powerful  application.  I  am  this  moment  come  from 
Mr.  Richardfon,  who  has  lately  enquired  of  his  grace’s  fecre- 
tary,  his  relation  (who  knows  nothing  ot  any  application  or 
engagement,  therefore  it  may  be  doubtful,  whether  it  is  not 
thrown  out,  to  enhance  the  price  ;  but  be  that  as  it  may,  the 
place  being  of  importance  to  me,  for  recovering  of  my  debts, 
to  prevent  the  effedls  of  fo  powerful  an  interpofition,  I  have 
offered  Mr.  Richardfon  eight  hundred  pounds  for  an  afllgnment 
of  his  right  to  one  quarter  of  the  office,  commencing  the  25th 
jnftant,  which,  if  approved  by  you,  he  hath  agreed  to  take. 

Therefore,  to  prevent  the  confequence  of  any  fuch  applica¬ 
tion,  I  take  the  fit'll  opportunity  to  make  the  lame  offer  to  you, 
which  if  approved,  upon  fending  up  a  receipt,  to  the  effect  as 
at  foot,  the  money  fhall  be  paid  to  your  order.  I  requelt  the 
favour  of  an  anlvver,  and  that  you  would  accept  my  thanks,  for 
your  very  candid  and  genteel  behaviour  in  this  afiair?  and  am 
with  great  regard, 

°  Sir, 

Your  obliged  and  moll  obedient  fervant, 

Sam.  Vaughan, 

To  Charles  Tufnell,  efqj 
captain  in  the  Blues, 

Nottingham, 

t  It  may  be  obferved  that  the  whole  of  what  is  related  in  the 
Ja(l  fix  pages,  was  the  tranfa&ion  of  twenty-four  hours. 
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44  be  received,  obliges  me  to  exprefs  my  fears  upon  this 
44  occafion :  but  at  the  fame  time,  I  muft  exprefs  my 
44  mortification  to  decline  a  requeft  of  yours  ;  yet  the 
44  point  appears  to  me  of  a  very  delicate  nature.  I  have 
44  received  the  paper  of  this  morning,  which  I  will  de- 
44  liver  into  no  hands  but  yours ;  and  never  fhall  open 
44  my  lips  upon  the  affair.  I  am,  with  the  greateft  re- 
44  gard  and  efteem. 

Your  fincere  friend  and  humble  fervant, 

Henry  Newcomb.” 

Diredled  under  cover  to  Samuel  Vaughan,  efq; 

And  this  deponent  further  faith,  that  fit ortly  after,  he 
went  to  Mr.  Nevvcome  at  Hackney,  of  whom  he  re¬ 
ceived  back  the  papers,  and  then  informed  him,  that  his 
refufal  would  effectually  preclude  him  from  any  other 
mode  of  application,  having  engaged  not  to  mention  the 
propofal  to  any  ether  perfon  than  Mr.  Newcome  ;  and 
that  he  muft  give  over  all  thoughts  of  applying  to  the 
duke  of  Grafton.  That,  upon  this  deponent’s  coming 
home,  he  inclofed  and  fealed  up  the  affidavit  under  cover, 
and  laid  it  by  f.  And  this  deponent  further  faith,  that 
the  28th  of  March  he  received  an  anfwer  from  captain 
Tufnell ;  of  which  the  following  is  a  true  copy. 

44  Sir,  Nottingham,  March  26th,  1769. 

44  I  am  this  day  favoured  with  yours  of  the  23d,  muft 
54  beg  leave  to  have  a  few  days  to  confider  of  your  pro- 
44  polai  ;  at  the  fame  time,  I  can’t  help  faying,  I  think 
44  you  rather  undervalue  it ;  for,  if  I  miftake  not,  I 
44  think  Mr.  Richardfon  was  offered  feven  hundred  and 
44  fifty  pounds  for  his  fhare,  long  before  we  came  to 
44  you,  and  I  refufed  it.  I  (hall  be  in  town  about  the 
44  14th  or  15th  of  next  month,  when  I  will  do  myfelf 
44  the  pleafure  of  waiting  upon  you  with  my  final  deter- 
44  mination  ;  and  you  may  affiire  yourfelf,  that  no  power* 
44  ful  application  fhall  have  any  effect  upon  me. 

I  am,  Sir, 

Yourmoft  humble  fervant, 

Charles  Tufnell.” 

To  Samuel  Vaughan,  efq; 

Mincing-lane,  London.  And 

t  Apprehending  Mr.  Newcome  might  poffibly  change  his  way 
of  thinking. 


And  this  deponent  further  faith,  that  the  4th  of  April 
he  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Richardfon,  of  which  the 
following  is  a  true  copy. 

Northend,  near  Fulham,  April  3,  1760. 

“  Sir, 

cc  Yefterday  Mr.  Howell  called  upon  me,  and  brought 

the  inclofed  from  Mr.  Whittington.  He  told  me,  he 
“  was  very  pofitive  that  Mr.  Bradfhaw  had  directions  to 
4C  wait  upon  me,  in  the  duke  of  Grafton’s  name,  and 

feemed  to  be  furprifed  I  had  not  feen  him.  Iam, 

Your  moft  obedient  fervant, 

John  Richardson. 

“  N.  B.  I  told  him  I  was  under  fome  engagements  to 
u  you  that  I  did  not  choofe  to  explain. 

To  Samuel  Vaughan,  efq; 
in  Mincing-lane. 

And  this  deponent  further  faith,  that  the  following  is 
a  true  copy  of  Mr.  Whittington's  letter  inclofed  by  Mr, 
Richardfon. 

.  Tufton-ftreet,  April  2,  1769. 

“  Sir, 

«  The  bearer,  Mr.  Howell,  has  been  ftrongly  recom- 
<c  mended  to  me,  by  perfons  of  the  higheft  rank,  to  fuc- 
“  ceed  to  the  feveral  offices  in  Jamaica,  belonging  to 
“  you,  captain  Tufncll,  and  myfelf.  I  have  paid  a 
“  proper  attention  to  their  recommendation,  by  partly 
tc  agreeing  with  Mr.  Howell,  to  furrender  up  my  moiety 
“  to  him  for  Mrs.  Whittington’s  life,  at  the  fum  of 
“  350 1.  per  annum ,  provided  Mr.  Farley  lives  fo  long; 
“  and  I  make  no  doubt  but  you  and  captain  Tufncll 
“  will  approve  of  the  like  meafure.  Mr.  Howell  com- 
“  mences  to  pay  the  above  rent,  as  foon  as  he  gains  the 

furrender.  1  am,  Sir, 

Your  moft  humble  fervant, 

John  Whittington.” 

And  this  deponent  further  faith,  that,  on  or  about  the 
10th  of  June,  he  (this  deponent)  was  informed  that  the 
marquis  of  Granby  had  wrote  to  captain  I  ufnell,  that 
lord  Hertford  had  perfonally  applied  to  Mr.  Whitting¬ 
ton,  and  had  afterwards  invited  him  to  dinner,  to  talk 

further 
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further  upon  the  fubjedt;  and  that  Mr.  Howell,  fup- 
ported  by  the  powerful  interejl  before  mentioned,  was 
ufing  every  pofiible  method  to  procure  a  refignation  of 
the  patent  *.  And,  this  deponent  having  repeatedly 
folicited  Mr.  Richardfon  and  captain  Tufnell,  to  fix  a 
price  for  their  moiety  in  Mr.  Farley’s  life,  in  order  to 
have  his  property  in  his  leafe  fecured ;  and  when  they 
were  both  together,  being  thoroughly  fenfible,  that  he 
was  treating  with  gentlemen  of  great  worth,  he  told 
them,  that  he  would,  and  could  afiord  to  give  more 
than  any  other  perfon,  not  fo  circumftanced  with  refpeef 
to  outftanding  debts  in  Jamaica,  requeuing  that  they 
would  name  a  price,  (relying  upon  their  honour,)  and  that 
he  would  readily  give  whatfoever  they  fhould  think  rea- 
fonable.  As  Mr.  Richardfon  was  an  agent  to,  and  cap¬ 
tain  Tufnell  in  the  army,  this  deponent  left  every 
thing:  to  their  own  determination,  that  the  affair  mio-ht 
be  finifhed,  before  the  miniftry  could  interfere  further, 
left  a  refufal  to  enter  into  its  meafures  fhould  give  of¬ 
fence.  But  this  propofal  was  rejected.  Therefore  this 
deponent,  being  thus  powerfully  befet;  fearing  the  con- 
fequences  ot  Inch  his  fituation,  and  having  fo  many  cir- 
cumftances  to  confirm  him  in  the  opinion  of  the  duke  of 
Grafton’s  interference  to  forward  a  furrender,  he  (this 
deponent)  did  not  doubt  but  that  Mr.  Howell  had  either 
offered  a  confideration,  or  that  the  patent  might  be  in¬ 
tended  as  a  recompence  to  him  for  fome  f  fervices. 
Therefore  he,  this  deponent  judged  ||,  if  a  recompence 
was  intended  to  be  made  Mr.  Howell,  that  his,  this  de¬ 
ponent’s  offer  might  very  well  lerve  the  purpofe;  or, 
that  if  a  confideration  was  neceifary,  he  had  an  equal 
right  to  make  a  propofal,  and  a  fuperior  right  to 
expect  a  preference.  Therefore,  he  (this  deponent) 
being  excluded  by  his  affidavit  from  engaging  any 
other  perfon  §,  or  ufing  any  other  method  to  make  his 
cafe,  pretenfion,  and  propofal,  known  to  the  perfon, 
with  whofe  approbation  the  attack  appeared  to  this  de- 

*  Mr.  Vaughan  was  alfo  informed  that  lord  HilHborough  had 
intereited  him  (elf  therein. 

f  Minifterial ,  fuch  as  his  voting  for  colonel  Luttrell,  &c.  &c; 

JJ  To  preferve  his  right,  circumftanced  as  he  then  was. 

Not  even  Mr.  Biadfhaw. 
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ponent  to  be  made,  and  with  whom  only  the  power  of 
redrefs  feemed  to  be  then  vefted  ; — for  thefe  and  other 
reafons  therefore,  he,  (this  deponent)  as  the  laft,  and 
only  refource  left  in  his  fituation,  haftily  wrote  the  letter 
to  the  duke,  (the  fame  as  exhibited  in  this  (cafe)  in- 
ciofing  therewith  his  cafe  and  the  report ,  as  alfo  his  affi¬ 
davit,  which  he  then  took  out  of  the  fealed  cover,  and 
lent  without  fo  much  as  reading  it ;  otherwife  he  fhould 
have  difcovered  the  miftake,  made  through  hurry,  of 
the  word  propofition  for  propofal ,  and  the  omiffion  of  the 
letter  d,  in  the  word  before  John.  And  this  deponent 
faith,  that  he  did  not  apply  for  the  place  of  clerk  of  the 
crown  and  clerk  of  the  peace,  which  were  included  in 
one  patent,  (both  which  he  now  enjoys  under  leafe,) 
but  only  for  the  office  of  clerk  of  the  fupreme  court. 
And  this  deponent  further  faith,  That  fhortly  after  he  had 
fent  his  letter  to  the  duke,  he  (this  deponent)  called  at 
the  duke’s  houfe  in  Arlington  Street,  but  was  told  the 
duke  was  not  yet  come  to  town:  he  therefore  left  his 
name.  Within  a  day  or  two  he  called  again,  when  h# 
was  acquainted  the  duke  was  bufy,  but  that  he  might  call 
again  in  an  hour:  that  upon  his  return  he  was  informed, 
that  his  grace  defired  his  compliments,  but  was  engaged ; 
therefore  he  (this  deponent)  refolved  never  to  call  more. 
And  he  (this  deponent)  farther  faith,  that  Mr.  Ri- 
cnardfon  having  informed  him  that  Mr.  Lee,  an  attorney 
at  law  lately  arrived  from  Jamaica,  had  offered  four  hun¬ 
dred  pounds  per  annum  of  rent,  for  a  moiety  of  the  of¬ 
fice,  to  commence  after  the  expiration  of  this  deponent  s 
leafe,  together  with  a  year’s  fine,  altho’  he,  this  deponent, 
believes  he  mitrht  inflantly  have  agreed  with  Mr.  Ri- 
chardfon  upon^thofe  terms’  vet  he  recommended  it  to  Mr. 
Richardfon,  to  make  himfelf  acquainted  with  the  nrtui c 
and  value  of  the  office  by  means  of  Mr.  Lee,  whole  bro¬ 
ther  lives  in  Jamaica,  is  one  of  the  deputies  appointed  by 
this  deponent,  and  who  was  much  better  acquainted  with 
the  value  of  the  office,  than  this  deponent*;  and  that 
he  (this  deponent)  wrould  give  as  much  for  it  as  Mr. 
Lee,  or  any  other  perfon.  1  hat  afterwrards  at  the  re- 
queft  of  this  deponent,  a  meeting  was  appointed,  for  the 

*  Adding,  He  did  not  know  the  value  of  the  office  ;  but  that 
it  was  Mr.Tichardfor/s  bufmefs  to  get  the  molt  he  could  for 
it. 

?  s'U 


l  6th  of  June,  when  he,  this  deponent,  defired  Mr.  Lee 
to  lay  the  utmofl  he  was  authorized  to  give  fi,  by  whom 
the  rent  was  then  railed  to  fifteen  hundred  guineas  per 
annum,  at  which  fum  this  deponent  had  the  preference. 
I  his  deponent  then  wrote  and  figned  an  agreement  con- 
lot  mablc,  and  drew  up  the  following  agreement,  which 
he  received  in  return. 

CC  Agreed,  this  1 6  June,  1769,  with  Samuel  Vaugh- 
an,  to  grant  unto  him  a  leafe  for  one  moiety,  or  half 
“  part  of  the  offices  of  clerk  of  the  crown,  clerk  of  the 
peace,  and  clerk  of  the  fupreme  court  of  judicature  in 
the  illand  of  Jamaica,  for  and  during  the  natural  life 
of  the  prefent  patentee  Abraham  Farley  Efq;  and  for 
“  the  time  he  continues  patentee,  that  he  the  faid  Samuel 
v_>hc  11 ,  or  whatever  perfon  or  perfons  he  fhall  ap- 
point,  ihall  be  from  time  to  time  deputed  to  the  faid 
u  feveral  offices,  to  commence  from  the  expiration  of  the 
ic  leaie,  to  the  faid  Samuel  V aughan,  at  the  annual  rent  of 
“  feven  hundred  and  fifty  guineas  per  annum,  to  be  paid 
“  quarterly  to  us,  fh are  and  fhare  alike,  the  leafes  to  be 
<c  executed  fo  foon  as  engrafted . 

John  Richardson. 
Charles  Tufnell.’> 

And  this  deponent  further  faith,  That  fo  foon  as  he 
was  veiled,  by  above  agreement,  with  power  to  prevent 
a  refignation,  he  fincerely  regretted  the  having  applied  to 
the  duke  of  Grafton  * ;  which  he  never  would  have  done, 
but  for  want  of  fuch  fecurity.  And  this  deponent  fur¬ 
ther  faith,  That  the  21ft  day  of  July,  (about  fix  weeks 
after  this  deponent’s  letter  to  the  duke)  jofhua  Sharp 
Efq;  called  upon  him,  (this  deponent,)  and  informed 
him,  that  he  had  received  his  letter,  affidavit,  cafe  and 
report,  from  the  duke  of  Grafton,  with  directions  to  ac¬ 
quaint  him,  that  a  profecution  would  be  commenced  a- 
gainil  him  the  next  term,  for  the  indignity  offered  to  the 
duke;  that  he  (this  deponent)  replied,  ct  That  he  was  glad 

t  Mr.  Lee  having  faid  that  he  a&ed  by  inftru&ions  received 
from  his  brother. 

*  An  application  to  whom,  for  a  long  time,  he  had  fludioufly 
avoided. 

46  of 
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u  of  an  opportunity  to  explain  himfelf ;  and  declared* 
cc  that  the  propofal  was  his  own  a£t,  made  without  cpn- 
«<*  fulting  any  one ; — That  from  the  light  in  which  it  ap- 
peared  to  him,  he  thought  his  proceedings  juftifiable; 
ct  — That  he  imagined  the  duke  J  would  naturally  have 
tc  paid  his  firft  attention  to  the  qualifications  of  fuch  as 
<c  applied  for  places,  that  fo  every  department  might  be 
filled  up  with  thofe  who  were  the  moft  capable,  and 
moft  likely  to  ferve  the  public  faithfully.” - He  then 
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enumerated  feveral  reafons  for  his  conduct,  with  the  na¬ 
ture  of  his  claim  and  pretenfions,  fet  forth  in  this  affida¬ 
vit  :  adding  further,  tc  That  however  he  might  have  mif- 
judged  in  making  an  offer,  the  duke  had  evidently  this 
advantage  arifing  from  it, — he  now  knew  the  value 
and  importance  of  the  office;  — that  altho’  he  was  ready 
to  acknowlege  to  the  duke  an  indifcretion  in  the  af- 
fair,  a  further  conceffion  might  be  conftrued  into  a 
“  fcnfe  of  guilt,  which  he  could  not  take  to  himfelf]]; 

— That  if  the  duke  would  not  be  fatisfied  with  this, 
<c  he  was  at  full  liberty  to  make  whatever  ufe  of  the  ma- 
<c  terials  he  thought  proper;  — that  he  ffiould  make  him- 
cc  felf  pcrfeflly  eafy,  under  a  full  convi&ion  of  his  own 
<c  integrity,  and  a  perfuafion  that  a  ftridl  examination 
4C  into  the  occafion  and  motives  of  his  condudt,  would 
do  him  no  difhonour;”  or  words  to  that  effedf.  Mr. 
Sharp  then  repeatedly  recommended  it  to  this  deponent, 
to  engage  Mr.  Newcome  to  folicit  the  duke,  not  to  com¬ 
mence  a  profecution.  This  deponent  replied,  “  1  hat 
cc  he  had  not  mentioned  his  late  application  by  letter  to 
“  the  duke,  either  to  Mr.  Newcome,  or  any  other  per- 
“  fon;  —  that  he  was  by  the  fpirit  of  the  affidavit  bound 
“  to  filence,  and  therefore  did  not  choofe  to  mention  it 
Ci  even  to  him,  efpccially,  as  he  was  not  confcious  ot  a- 


%  He  added,  As  mitiijlcr . 

]|  Adding,  “  That  though  he  might  have  deferved  well  of  his 
i(  country,  yet  having  no  connexion  with  the  great  in  6)hc  e,  he 
“  had  little  reafon  to  expe6t  a  patent  for  a  lucrative  place,  with- 
out  complying  with  what  he  had  been  informed  was  cUdomai  y 
**  upon  fuch  occafions,  and  which  the  premature  application  ot 
««  Mr.  Howell  rendered  Itill  more  necellary,  in  defence  ot  his 
t(  rio-ht  in  the  leafe,— but  if  the  duke  conceived  it  as  an  indigm- 
tyt  he  could  affine  him  that  it  was  never  by  him  fo  intended, 
“  and  that  he  was  very  forry  for  having  done  it.’1 
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ny  criminality*  and  trufted,  the  occafion  and  motive 
4C  oi  his  conduit,  in  defence  of  his  property  fo  notori- 
oufiy  attacked,  would  juftify  the  intention,  if  not  the 
ait.  I  his  deponent  then  acknowleged  his  obligati¬ 
ons  to  the  duke  for  the  early  intimation  of  his  intention, 
oi  which  he  added,  tc  I  he  only  ufe  he  fhould  make, 
would  be  to  procure  from  Jamaica  authentic  teftimo- 
nials  of  the  exact  regularity,  with  which  his  office  had 
been  conducted,  ever  fmee  the  time  he  had  any  concern 
in  it,  and  to  fhew  how  much  the  public  had  been  be¬ 
nefited  fince  that  time.”  This  deponent  then  read 
captain  Tufnell’s,  Mr.  Richardfon’s,  and  Mr.  Whitting¬ 
ton’s  letters  to  Mr.  Sharp,  who  promifed  to  report  to  the 
duke  of  Grafton  what  had  palled  between  them.  And 
this  deponent  further  faith,  That  when  Jolhua  Sharp 
Efq;  advifed  this  deponent  as  a  friend  to  procure  Mr. 
Newcome’s  felicitation  to  the  duke  not  to  commence  a 
profecution;  to  give  it  (as  the  deponent  fuppofes)  the 
more  weight,  he  referred  this  deponent  to  Richard  Mait¬ 
land  Efq;  of  Mark-lane,.  for  his  character.  And 
this  deponent  faith,  He  having  been  fo  fcrupulous  in 
complying  with  the  import  of  his  affidavit,  that  he  would 
not  fo  much  as  take  a  copy,  having  fealed  it  up,  when 
returned  by  Mr.  Newcome,  and  it  remained  unopened, 
till  the  very  inherit  on  which  he  inclofed  it  to  the  duke, 
and  being  excluded  by  oath  from  making  known  the  pur¬ 
port  or  nature  of  his  propofal,  which  prevented  him  from 
explaining  the  nature  of  the  cafe  in  his  defence;  therefore 
he  (this  deponent)  drew  up  a  narrative  of  what  appeared 
to  him  to  have  been  the  fubj  eel-matter  of  converfation 
■with  Mr.  Sharp,  and  requdled  Mr.  Maitland  to  afk 
Mr.  Sharp  whether  it  was  a  juft  reprefentation,  and  to 
dehre  a  copy  of  his  affidavit.  And  this  deponent  further 
faith,  That  Mr.  Maitland  informed  him,  that  he  had 
called  upon  Mr.  Sharp  the  8th  of  Auguft,  who  acknow¬ 
leged  the  reprefentation  to  be  nearly  what  had  palTed  be¬ 
tween  them ;  and  that  Mr.  Sharp  had  faid,  he  faw  no  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  giving  a  copy  of  the  affidavit,  but  could  not 
do  it  without  permiiiion  from  the  duke  of  Grafton,  upon 
whom  he  would  wait  to  know  his  pleafure.  And  this  de¬ 
ponent  further  faith,  That  upon  the  ioth  of  Aug  Lift,  Mr. 
Henry  Newcome  called  upon  this  deponent,  and  informed 
him  that  he  had  that  day  waited  upon  the  duke  of  Graf- 
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ton  "by  appointment,  and  in  the  courfe  of  converfation 
(Mr.  Grey  Covvper  being  prefent)  he  told  the  duke  that 
he  had  feen  this  deponent  the  night  before,  who  defired 
him  to  requeft  the  duke’s  permiffion  that  Mr.  Sharp  might 
crive  a  copy  of  the  affidavit:  that  the  duke  replied,  “  It 
fc  could  be  of  no  fervice  in  the  intended  narrative  which 
tc  Mr.  Vaughan  intended  to  publiih,  and  that  with  re- 
<c  fpect  to  the  oath  that  Mr.  Vaughan  had  taken,  he  en- 
«  tirely  abfolved  him  from  it*:”  that  the  duke  added, 
u  Had  it  not  been,  for  the  affidavit,  he  fhould  have  con- 
cc  eluded,  that  Mr.  Vaughan  had  made  the  propofal  with 
<c  a  defign  to  have  e?itrapped  or  enfnared  him  f  ;  but  that 
“  as  it  was  a  bribe,  he  was  firmly  determined  that  a  pro- 
fecution  fhould  be  commenced  againft  him ;  that  how- 
ever  culpable  it  appeared  in  his  eyes,  the  crown  law- 
yers  judged  it  to  be  a  mifdemeanor,  and  confidcred  it 
in  a  ftUl°more  hainous  light.”  That  this  deponent’s 
fufpicions  and  apprehenfions,  that  the  duke,  fiom  the 
part  this  deponent  had  taken  in  public  affairs,  might  re¬ 
gard  a  propofal  from  him,  without  the  fecurity  of  ail 
oath,  to  have  been  made  with  enfnaringviews,  are  verifi¬ 
ed  to  have  been  juff,  by  the  duke  of  Cjiafton  s  lemuik, 
which  this  deponent  apprehends  juftifies  his  confiderir*g 
the  oath  as  an  aflurance  to  the  duke,  that  the  deponent 
was  defirous  in  that  inftance  to  be  looked  upon  in  the 
light  of  an  indifferent  perfon,  who  how  much  fo  ever  he 
mffiht  have  oppofed,  or  fhould  in  future  oppofe  the  pie- 
fent  fyflem  of  politics^  was  noiwithffanding  devoid  of  all 
enfnanng  or  treacherous  dengns.  And  this  deponent  fur¬ 
ther  faith,  That  Mr.  Maitland  informed  him,  that  he  had 
upon  the  16th  of  Auguft  again  called  upon  Mr.  Sharp, 
who  told  him  he  had  not  been  able  to  fee  the  duke  of 


*  MV.  Vaughan  had  an  high  opinion  of  the  premier,  and  paid 
at  all  times  due  relpect  to  him,  but  never  confidered  that  he  was 
veiled  with  the  power  of  the  Pope  of  abfolving  him  from  the  oath. 
The  duke  hath  however  found  out  a  method  of  an  miniating 
all  the  obligation,  by  dcltroying  the  whole  intent,  Ipmt,  ana 
purport  of  it. 


f  The  duke  kid  farther,  “  That  as  Mr.  Vaughan  had  the  «- 
“  ducation  of  a  gentleman,  he  mufl  know  the  nature  of  an  oat  i* 
61  which  removed  all  fufpicion.” 


F  % 


G  rafton 
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CJrafton,  but  had  confulted  Mr.  Wallace  f,  who  Taw  no 
objection  to  the  giving  a  copy  of  the  affidavit,  but  re¬ 
commended  it  however  to  Mr.  Sharp,  firft  to  obtain  the 
cuke  s  permiffion.  that  Mr.  Sharp  then  promifed,  if 
pcrmiffion  was  granted,  to  let  Mr.  Maitland  know  by  a 
JInu  And  this  deponent  further  faith.  That  the  2 «h  of 
Aiiguit,  he  received  a  note,  of  which  the  following:  is  a 
copy. 


a /  Pre^nts  his  compliments  to  Mr. 

Vaughan,  and  informs  him,  that  he  has  juft  received 

“  a  note  from  Mr-  Sharp,  to  let  him  know  that  he  is 
now  making  a  copy  of  the  affidavit,  in  order  to  deliver 
“  it  into  Mr.  Vaughan’s  hands.” 

Mark-lane,  Friday  morning, 

25  Augt.  1769. 

And  this  deponent  further  faith,  That  the  26th  An. 
guft,  he  wrote  to  Mr.  Sharp,  requefting  the  favour  that 
he  would  deliver  the  copy  of  his  affidavit  to  his  clerk  the 
bearer,  which  was  done  accordingly  f.  And  this  depo¬ 
nent  fui  ther  faith,  That  in  order  to  be  fure  of  his  autho¬ 
rity,  he  has  fhewn  the  narrative  of  moft,  if  not  all  of  the 
feveral  particulars  contained  in  this  affidavit  to  Mr.  Ri¬ 
chard  fon,  captain  Tufnell,  and  Mr.  Newcome,  who  aftent- 
c  to  thv,  1  elation  oi  thofe  tranfadlions,  wherein  they 
Were  refpeaively  concerned  ||.  And  this  deponent  fur- 
ther  faith  1  hat  the  two  following  fpurious  letters  were 
pub  ifhed  from  the  15th  to  the  19th  of  Auguft,  in  the 
public  papers,  viz,  '  ‘ 

T o  the  Printer. 

S  I  R5 

Though  the  following  is  not  literally  a  copy  of  the  letter  which 
■.as  lately  maae  fuch  a  noife  in  town ,  1  prefume  it  will  not  be 
unacceptable  to  your  readers , 

I  am,  &c. 

^  My 

I  King’s  ferjeant. 

f  A  copy  of  the  affidavit  was  permitted  to  be  given,  but  with 
g!  tat  reluctance  j  feventeen  days  having  elapfed  (after  applicati¬ 
on;  before  it  was  granted. 

!i  a  ne  7th  of  Auguft  laft,  a  falfe  and  malicious  representation 


“  In  matters  of  bufinefs,  efpedally  In  the  mercantile 

**  way,  there  is  feldom  any  occafion  for  an  apology _ 

“  I  am  confident  none  will  ever  be  expeaed  where  the 
“  ftranger  is  announced,  as  bringing  in  his  hand  an  of- 
ferof  £'  5000*- — To  come  immediately  to  the  point 

therefore,  my  L - ,  1  am  to  inform  your  grace  that 

this  fum  is  at  your  fervice,  upon  the  reverfion  of  the 
office  of  clerk  of  the  crown  for  Jamaica,  being  fettled 
upon  my  fon, — and  though  when  you  fee  the  name  at 
the  bottom  of  this  letter,  you  may  poffibly  ftartle  at 
fuch  a  propofal,  I  doubt  not  but  when  you  have  peruf- 
ed  the  inclofed  affidavit,  you  will  be  fatisfied  that  this 
tranfadion  will  remain  for  ever  a  fecret  between  your 
grace  and  me— need  I  add  that  however  zealous  I  may 
have  appeared  in  a  caufe  I  am  much  afhamed  of,  if  I 
fucceed  in  this  affair,  you  will  bind  me  and  mine  for 
ever  to  your  intereft. 

<c  I  am. 

Your  Grace’s  moft  devoted 

“  and  obedient  Servant, 

“  S,  V - N.** 
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The  fecond  Letter. 

The  following  is  handed  about  at  the  veejl  end  of  the  town% 
a  copy  of  a  letter  from  a  patriotic  citizen ,  to  an  unpopular 
zninijler.  Samuel - - - 9 

“  Your  grace  will  no  doubt  be  furprized  at  receiving 
this  letter  from  me,  more  particularly  on  this  occafion  ; 
4C  but  I  flatter  myfelf,  that  a  little  reflection  will  remove 
4C  that  furprize,  and  obviate  any  feeming  inconfiflency 

“  in  my  behaviour. - Your  grace,  I  am  much  afraid, 

may  have  been  induced  from  fome  parts  of  my  political 
“  conduct,  to  look  upon  me  as  an  enemy,  but  I  affure 
“  your  grace,  upon  the  word  of  a  man  of  honour,  that, 
notwithftanding  appearances,  fuch  a  fuppofition  does 

was  fpread  with  fuch  indefatigable  induftry,  both  in  the  city  of 
London  and  Weltminfter,  as  in  one  day  to  become  the  general 
topic  of  con  verfation,  and  foon  after  appeared  in  all  the  public 
papers  in  a  manner  highly  injurious  and  prejudicial  toMr.  Vaugh¬ 
an’s  reputation, 

“me 


E  38  3 

4C  me  the  crueleft  injuftice. - It  is  true,  I  have  endea- 

voured  to  oppofe  Tome  meafures  of  admin iftration; 
44  yet,  believe  me,  thefe  endeavours  did  not  proceed  from 
44  any  real  di {'approbation  of  thofe  meafures,  but  the  con- 
44  trary :  I  therefore  hope  your  grace  will  not  be  offended 
44  at  my  prefuming  to  folicityour  grace’s  patronage  and 
44  affiftance,  in  obtaining  for  my  fon,  the  reverfton  of 

44  the  place  of - in  the  ifland  of - .  As  this 

44  may  probably  be  attended  with  fomc  trouble,  and  my 
44  humble  ffation  in  life,  not  permitting  me  to  hope  for 
44  an  opportunity  of  repaying  your  grace  in  kind,  I  have 
44  taken  the  liberty  of  inclofing  five  bank-bills,  for  one 
44  thoufand  pounds  each,  which  I  beg  your  grace  will  do 
44  me  the  honour  to  accept  of,  as  a  final  1  fpecimen  of  my 
44  mofl  profound  refpetft,  prefent  efteem,  and  future  gra- 

44  titude. - Fearing  your  grace  fhould  fufpedt  me  to  be 

tc  bafe  enough  to  make  an  unfair  ufe  of  your  grace’s  con- 
44  defcenfion,  in  patronizing  me  on  this  occafion,  I  have 
44  made  an  affidavit  before  my  lord  mayor,  obliging  my- 
44  felf  to  maintain  an  inviolable  fecrecy,  with  regard  to 
44  every  circumftance  of  this  tranfadfion,  which  affidavit 

44  I  fend  inclofed.- - 1  hope  your  grace  will  pardon  this 

44  liberty,  and  believe  me  to  be,  with  themoff  refpedlful 
44  deference  and  unalterable  efteem,  &c.  f.” 

And  this  deponent  further  faith,  That  as  he  never  gave 
a  copy  of  his  letter  to  the  duke  of  Grafton,  to  any  perfon, 
but  as  much  as  in  him  lay,  prevented  any  part  of  the  tran- 
faction  to  tranfpire  or  be  made  public  until  the  prefent 
time;  therefore  upon  this  and  other  accounts,  he  (this 
deponent)  doth  believe,  that  the  faid  reprefentation  fo 
fpread,  and  fpurious  letters  fo  publifhed,  could  come 
from  no  perfon  or  perfons,  but  fuch  as  had  received  their 
accounts  of  it  from  the  duke  of  Grafton  or  his  agent.  And 
this  deponent  doth  believe  the  faid  falfe  reprefen tations 
and  letters,  were  publifhed  with  a  view  to  prejudice  this 
cafe  in  the  opinion  and  judgment  of  the  world,  and  to 
traduce  and  render  this  deponent  odious  J.  And  this  de¬ 
ponent 

-f  Mr.  Vaughan  Tent  to  the  printer  of  the  papers,  to  defire  that 
the  perfons  who  fent  thofe  letters  might  be  given  up,  but  this, 
was  peremptorily  refuted. 

\  Mr.  Vaughan  luppofes,  that  this  was  alfo  done  to  provoke 

him 
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ponfent  is  the  more  confirmed  in  this  belief,  as  many  of 
the  public  papers  fince  Augud  lad,  have  abounded 
with  falfe,  groundlefs  and  malicious  infinuations, 
reprefentations  and  aflertions,  againd  this  deponent, 
which  he  apprehends  would  never  have  been  fo  clofely 
and  condantly  purfued  and  kept  up  by  chance  || ;  as  fo 
circumftantial  a  reprefentation  of  the  tranfatdion,  (how¬ 
ever  different  it  appeared  afterwards,  when  altered  to 
ferve  a  purpofe,)  could  come  from  no  perfon,  but  one 
who  w'as  in  pojjejfion  of  the  materials;  and  as  there  was 
not  the  moft  didant  idea  in  this  deponent’s  mind,  or  in¬ 
timation  in  his  letter  to  the  duke  of  Grafton,  that  he 
would  ever  relinquifh  his  principles,  abandon  his  connec¬ 
tions,  or  abate  his  ardour  in  the  caufe  he  had  elpoufed. 
And  this  deponent  faith,  notwithstanding  ail  this,  his 
(this  deponent’s)  genuine  letter  never  appeared  in  the  pa¬ 
pers,  nor  were  thofe  falfe  reprefentations  or  fpurious  let¬ 
ters  ever  contradicted;  altho’  the  duke  of  Grafton  or  his 
agent  had  dais  deponent’s  original  genuine  letter  to  the 
duke,  in  their  pofleffion.  And  this  deponent  further  faith. 
It  being  intimated  to  him  that  a  prolecution  was  intend¬ 
ed,  he  hath  never  direCtly  or  indircCtly  lent,  or  caufcd  to 
be  fent,  a  fingle  line  in  explanation,  judification,  or  de¬ 
fence,  relative  to  the  tranfa&ion,  to  any  one  daily  or  pe¬ 
riodical  paper,  from  the  time  of  the  traniaClion  to  this 
day.  And  this  deponent  further  faith.  That  he  has  to 
the  bed  of  his  knowlege  and  recollection,  given  a  fair, 
honed  and  impartial  account  of  every  material  circum- 
ftance  and  tranfaCtion  in  point  in  this  cafe,  without  con¬ 
cealing  or  fupprefiing  any  one  material  circumdance  in 
point  in  this  cafe,  to  the  bed  of  this  deponent’s  knowlege, 
memory  or  belief.  And  finally,  this  deponent  fubmits 
to  the  wifdom  and  jujiice  of  this  honourable  court ,  whether 
his  affidavit  and  letter,  circumjianccd  as  he  was,  prove  him 
guilty  of  an  offence ,  againd  the  laws  of  an  country. 

SAMUEL  VAUGHAN. 

Sworn  the  27th  Novr.  1769, 
at  my  houfe  in  Lincoln's- 
Inti-Fields  before  me,  E.  W  I  L  L  E  S. 

him  to  fay,  or  pnblifh,  in  an  unguarded  moment,  fomething 
rafli,  which  might  fubjeCt  him  to  profecution  or  puniilunent. 

|j  The  production  of  minilterial  hirelings! 

The 
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The  27th  of  November,  1769,  Mr.  Solicitor  Gene** 
ral  moved  the  court  of  King’s  Bench  to  make  the  rule 
againft  Mr.  Vaughan  abfolute,  whereupon  Mr.  Vaugh¬ 
an’s  council  (hewed  caufe  for  its  being  difmiffed. 

Mr.  WeddereurNo 
May  it  pleafe  your  Lordfhip, 

I  AM  on  the  part  of  the  defendant,  to  fhew  caufe  why* 
this  rule  for  an  information  againft  Mr.  Vaughan  for 
certain  mifaemeanours,  fhould  be  difeharged.  Not  hav¬ 
ing  heard  the  grounds  of  the  motion  on  which  it  was  ob¬ 
tained,  I  am  unable  from  the  rule  itfelf  to  difeover  what 
is  the  particular  fpecific  offence  meant  to  be  laid  to  Mr. 
Vaughan’s  charge.  From  the  matter  contained  in  the 
affidavits,  I  take  it  to  be  an  attempt  to  corrupt  the  no¬ 
ble  duke,  by  an  offer  of  a  fum  of  money  to  obtain  for 
Mr.  Vaughan,  or  his  fon,  an  office  in  the  colonies. — * 
I  prefume  I  may  fafely  fuppofe,  that  an  attempt  of  this 
kind,  if  it  had  been  made  upon  a  perfon  of  no  note,  fi¬ 
gure,  or  office,  upon  any  perfon  by  chance,  would  have 
been  too  frivolous  a  matter  to  have  troubled  the  court. — 
I  fancy  I  may  likewife  prefume,  that  it  is  not  becaufe  of 
the  noble  duke’s  high  quality  as  a  peer  of  this  realm, 
that  the  attempt  becomes  a  matter  of  moreferious  confi- 
deration.  There  may  be  peers,  to  whom  fuch  a  propo- 
fal  made,  would  haveexpofed  the  perfon  to  no  other  pu- 
nifhment,  than  a  great  deal  of  ridicule.  I  obferve  the 
affidavit  of  the  noble  duke  ftates,  That  his  grace  is  one 
of  his  majefty’s  privy  council,  and  the  fir  ft  commiffioner 
for  executing  the  office  of  treafurer  of  the  exchequer:  it 
is  therefore  to  be  inferred,  that  the  attempt  to  corrupt 
him  receives  a  criminal  impreffion  from  one  or  both  of 
thefe  circumftances. — As  to  the  fir  ft  character  of  privy 
counfellor,  I  prefume  to  lay  that  very  much  out  of  the 
queftionj  becaufe,  in  the  long  catalogue  of  privy  coun¬ 
sellors,  there  are  certainly  perfon?  to  whom  fuch  a  pro- 
pofition  would  have  received  juft  the  fame  treatment,  as 
if  it  had  been  made  to  the  ftrft  perfon  one  meets  in  Weft- 
minftcr  hall :  and  befides,  tho’  there  is  a  great  deal  of  ju¬ 
dicial  bufinefs  to  be  tranfadted  in  the  privy  council,  yet 
this  propolition  has  no  relation  to  that  part  of  the  office 
of  a  privy  counfellor.  If  it  had  been  made  to  any  judge 
in  Weftminfter  hall,  the  propofuion  would  not  become 

criminal. 
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criminal,  nor  the  charge  be  at  all  aggravated;  bccaufe 
only  a  proportion  made  to  a  judge  concerning  matters 
judicially  before  him,  would  be  an  offence.  Then  the 
noble  duke  is  (fated  to  be  the  fir  ft  cofnmiftioner  for  the 
office  of  treafury  of  the  exchequer.  1  fhall  lay  afide  the 
defcription  of  the  fir  ft  cotnmiffioner ;  becaufe  by  the  com- 
miffion  for  executing  the  office  of  treafurer  of  the  exche¬ 
quer,  all  the  commiffioners  are  equal.  I  he  power  is  gi¬ 
ven  to  them  or  any  three  of  them;  and  this  court  as  a 
court  of  law  knows  no  diftindtion  between  the  iff,  2d, 
3d,  4th,  or  5th.  The  noble  duke  (lands  in  a  fituation 
that  may  be  pretty  well  and  pretty  generally  underftood. 
But  it  is  neceffary  in  a  court  of  law  to  point  it  out  fpcci- 
fically,  and  that  it  be  a  known  legal  fituation.  I  he  fum 
of  the  offence  then  is  this, ---An  attempt  has  been  made, 
as  the  noble  duke  ftates  it,  to  tempt  his  grace  to  procure 
the  office  of  clerk  of  the  fupreme  court  in  the  ifland  of 
Jamaica, by  an  offer  of  a  fum  of  money  from  Mr.  Vaughan; 

1  have  endeavoured  to  fee,  whether  there  was  any 
inftance  of  a  profecution  in  any  degree  fimilar  to  the  pre- 
fent:  my  enquiries  have  been  attended  with  no  iuccefs  ; 
other  gentlemen,  that  have  enquired  with  more  induffry, 
tell  me  that  they  can't  difeover,  that  ever  there  was  in 
any  paft  time  an  inftance  of  any  fuch  profecution  as  the 
prefent,  where  a  perfon  of  the  noble  duke  s  character  and 

rank  appeared  as  profecutor. - 1  don  t  apprehend  that 

the  precedent  (if  it  fhould  pafs  into  one)  will  evd  he 
attended  with  any  confiderable  degree  of  danger;  for  I 
may  venture  to  forctel,  that  the  court  will  not  hc.it  of 
many  fuch  informations.  It  the  court  were  to  be  told  of 
all  the  propolitions  that  have  been  made  to  perlons  in  the 
noble  duke’s  fituation,  I  am  fure  the  common  term  of 
the  courts  fitting  in  VYcftmmfter  hall  would  icarce 
fufficient  for  dilcuffing  matters  of  that  kind,  i  think  I 
may  likewife  venture  to  conjecture,  that,  11  Air.  Samuel 
Vaughan  had  been  only  known  as  a  Weft  India  mer¬ 
chant  tranfadting  no  other  buiinefs,  and  his  name  ie- 
markable  for  nothing  elle  but  a  very  confiderable  man  in 
the  commercial  world,  this  application  would  never  have 
been  made.  I  propofe  fir  ft  to  lay  belore  the  court  the 
particular  faCts  with  which  it  has  been  attended  ;---your 
lordfhip  will  indulge  me  then  to  make  one  or  two  obffr- 

\ations  on  thole  facts;  and  1  (ball  then  fubmit  the  conli- 

Q  dcraftefe 
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aeration:  of  the  legality  of  this  profecution.-— -'-This  of- 
xla>  (oi  which  the  court  have  heard  a  very  imperfedl  ac¬ 
count  from  Mr.  ReynelPs  affidavit,)  is  only  that  of  clerk 
of  the  fupreme  court.  He  Rates,  that,  during  the  va- 
cancy  of  the  refident  deputy  in  Jamaica,  he  was  appoint¬ 
ed  to  that  offi.ce,  and  he  thought  fit  to  execute  it  by  ano¬ 
ther  deputy.  He  Rates  that  he  underRands  and  believes, 
noc  that  ne  knows,  that  fuch  and  fuch  things  were  tranf- 
aefed  in  that  office.  Mr.  Reynell  has  a  little  miffiaken 
in  this.  1  he  office  that  Mr.  Reynell  executed  was 
much  more  comprehenfive  than  the  prefent;  for  there 
aie  three  o.1 dices  in  Jamaica,  the  office  of  clerk  of  the  fu- 
pumc  court,  the  office  of  clerk  of  the  crown,  and  the 
Oiiice  of  clerk  ol  the  peace,  all  of  which  happened  to  center 
in  one  perfon,  at  the  time  of  whofe  death  Mr.  Reynell 
was  appointed  to  execute  the  office.  He  therefore  entered 
into  the  fun&ion  of  two  other  offices,  as  well  as  the  pre¬ 
tent  one.  It  will  be  neccfiary  to  fhew  the  court,  as  far 
as  we  have  been  able  to  trace  it,  the  hiffiory  of  the  prefent 
office.  This  enquiry  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  office 
of  clerk  of  the  crown,  nor  the  office  of  clerk  of  the  peace. 
Mr.  Y  aughan’s  application  was  ftrictly  confined  to  the 
office  of  clerk  of  the  fupreme  court.  Upon  the  acceffion 
of  king  George  the  I.  this  office  was  granted,  by  letters 
patent  in  1716,  to  one  John  Page.  Page  held  the  office 
by  patent  for  his  life,  but  was  only  a  truRee  for  one 
V\  oodhoufe.  Both  Page  and  YVoodhoufe  were  refident 
in  England.  Woodhoufe,  who  was  entitled  to  the  be¬ 
nefit  of  the  truR  of  this  office  during  the  life  of  Page, 
died  infolvent,  and  by  a  decree  of  the  court  of  Chancery 
this  office  was  dire&ed  to  be  fold  for  the  benefit  of  his 
creditors.  Under  that  decree  in  the  court  of  Chancery, 
Mr.  Lawton  purchafed  the  office  for  the  fum  of  £.  1350: 
hepurchaled  for  his  own  benefit  and  that  of  Mr.  Nicho¬ 
las  Paxton,  who,  I  take  it,  was  folicitor  to  the  treafury* 
—Mr.  Lawton  and  Mr. Paxton  applied  in  1735,  by  memo¬ 
rial,  praying  a  new  grant  of  the  office.  A  new  grant 
was  made  and  the  office  granted,  in  1735  by  letters  pa¬ 
tent,  to  Lawton,  Paxton,  and  Abraham  Parley,  for 
their  joint  lives  and  the  life  of  the  longefi  liver— Farley 
executed  a  deed,  declaring  himfelf  to  be  a  trufiee,  ani 
Lawton  and  Paxton  executed  a  deed  to  bar  the  furvivor- 
finp  amongfi  themfelves — Mr.  Lawton  died  and  devifed 

his 
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his  moiety  to  his  widow  (who  is  now  the  wife  of  the 
Revd.  Mr.  Whittington)  for  her  life,  and  two  perfons 
m  remainder  after  her  death.  The  other  moiety  of  Pax¬ 
ton’s  was  fold  by  his  executor,  and  purchafed  by  Mn 
Richardfon  and  Mr.  Tufnell,  who  gave  the  fame"  price 
for  the  moiety  of  the  office  that  Mr.  Lawton  had  origi¬ 
nally  given  for  the  whole. - Mr.  Richardfon  devifed 

his  fourth  part  to  Mr.  John  Richardfon. - -Mr.  Tuf- 


nelPs  fourth  part  came  to  his  foil  captain  Tufnell.  The 
right  of  the  office  ftands  thus  at  prefent.  Mr.  Farley, 
the  laft  life  in  the  patent,  is  {fill  exiting;  the  office  be¬ 
longs  beneficially  to  Mrs.  Whittington  for  her  life  for 
one  moiety,  and  to  Mr.  Tufnell  and  Mr.  Richardfon  for 
the  other  moiety.  An  office  fo  lltuated,  fo  granted,  fo 
bought  and  fo  fold,  it  may  eaiily  be  imagined  was  not 
very  pun&ually  executed ;  and  that  the  principals  here.* 
were  concerned  with  little  more  of  the  office,  than  to  re¬ 
ceive  as  much  money  as  they  could  from  it.  The  con- 
du£t  of  the  office  occafioned  naturally  many  complaints 
in  Jamaica-— great  mifchief  and  lofs  to  the  inhabitants. 
The  duty  of  the  office  is  to  fcal  procejfes ,  to  fign  writs > 
to  enter  up  judgments ,  and  keep  the  records  of  the  court ; 
that  is  the  bufinefs  of  the  office.  An  office  to  be  fure  of 
very  confiderable  importance;  becaufe  if  the  complaints 
were  founded,  that  have  been  made  in  the  ifland  of  Ja¬ 
maica,  the  property  in  that  ijlarid  was  extremely  infecure. 
Thofe  who  had  any  concerns  in  Jamaica  experienced  it 
extreamly  inconvenient  to  them.  Mr.  Vaughan  had  re- 
fided  a  good  many  years  as  a  merchant  there,  and,  after 
his  return  to  England  in  1762,  he  applied  to  the  propri¬ 
etors  for  a  leafe  of  the  office,  (the  old  leafe  being  then 
expired,)  not  for  himfelf,  but  for  one  Mr.  Evans  whom 
he  appointed  his  attorney;  for  whom  he  became  furetv, 
and  obtained  it.  Mr.  Vaughan’s  reafon  for  that  appli¬ 
cation,  was  the  fecurity  of  his  own  property  and  that  of 
others  in  Jamaica;  not  the  profits  of  the  office;  for  he 
had  no  benefit  by  being  Mr.  Evans’s  fecurity.  Upon  the 
death  of  Evans,  Mr.  Vaughan  took  the  leafe  in  his  own 
name;  the  leafe  was  made  to  Mr.  Vaughan  in  March 
1765,  by  all  the  proprietors-— a  leafe  for  feven  years,  de¬ 
terminable  in  cafe  of  the  death  of  the  patentee,  or  in  cafe 
of  Mr.  Vaughan’s  death.  When  Mr.  Vaughan  had  got 
this  leafe,  he  thought  it  his  duty,  as  well  as  intereft,  to 
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go  over  to  Jamaica  and  put  the  office  upon  a  proper  foot¬ 
ing.  He  accordingly  fet  out  very  foon  after  his  appoint¬ 
ment,  and  flayed  in  Jamaica  fome  time,  and  totally  al¬ 
tered  the  fituation  o t  that  office.  He  appointed  feveral 
clerks,  and  inflead  of  the  old  allowance  of  iog/,.  per 
annum,  he  gave  to  officers  executing  the  office  in  Ja¬ 
maica  £.  1200  per  annum.  Thofe  Hilaries  were  very 
proper  and  fufficient  for  the  difeharge  of  the  duty.  The 
firft  had  £.  500,  the  fecond  £.  200,  and  the  others  100 
a-piece;  the  duty  of  the  office  was  executed  properly. 
Mr.  Vaughan  had  the  fatisfadlion  to  find,  that  this  office 
not  only  efcaped  cenfure,  but  the  execution  of  the  office 
met  with  very  great  applaufe.  Mr.  Vaughan  returned  to 
.England,  having  put  this  office  upon  a  regular  footing, 
and  having  received  the  teftimony  of  perfons  in  Jamaica  of 
their  approbation  of  the  regularity  and  care  with  which 
the  office  was  executed;  and  he  was  then  determined  to 
make  an  application  for  the  grant  of  the  office,  upon  the 
determination  of  the  right  of  the  proprietors,  in  his  own 
name.  Accordingly,  in  the  year  1766,  he  carried  his 
teflimonials  to  the  then  fecretary  of  (late,  the  noble  duke, 
and  Mr.  Conway;  and  he  fupported  this  application  by 
the  teftimony  of  the  aftembly  of  the  ifland,  as  well  as  by 
merchants  of  the  ftrft  eminence  in  England.  He  had  the 
good  fortune  to  be  acquainted  with  a  perfon  for  whom 
the  noble  duke  had  a  great  refpeci,  Mr.  Newcome  of 
TIackney;  and  Mr.  Newcome  was  the  bearer  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  to  the  noble  duke.  It  did  not  fucceed ;  but  the 
noble  duke  was  fo  obliging,  as  to  let  him  know  very  foon 
that  he  did  not  choofe  to  do  any  thing  in  it;  and  in  a 
letter  to  Mr.  Newcome  told  him  that  he  underflood  Mr. 
Vaughan  had  been  making  applications  elfewhere.  parti¬ 
cularly  to  the  marquis  of  Rockingham  and  Mr.  Conway; 
and  that  he  never  chofe  to  interfere  out  of  his  own  depart¬ 
ment.  In  that  refpedt  his  information  was  ill  founded  ; 
fur  no  other  application  had  been  made,  but  to  the  two 
iecretaries,  from  that  time  to  the  year  1769.  Mr.  Vaugh¬ 
an  remained  in  the  execution  of  the  office,  entitled  to 
the  profits  of  it,  and  entertained  no  apprehensions  about 
it,  until  the  incident  happened  in  1769,  which  I  am 
going  to  mention  to  your  lordfhip — which  incident  was 
the  motive  that  incited  him  to  make  the  application  now 
complained  of.  About  the  month  of  February  or  Marchj 


Mr.  Richard  Ton  in  London  came  to  Mr.  Vaughan,  anf 
told  him  he  had  been  applied  to,  to  difpofe  of  his  intereft 
in  that  office,  by  a  perfon  who  faid  he  had  intereft  enough 
(and  made  a  very  free  ufe  of  the  noble  duke’s  name)  to 
procure  the  office  to  himfelf.  That  he  had  agreed  with 
Mr.  Tufnell  and  with  Mr. Whittington,  and  only  wanted 
Mr.*  Richardfon’s  confent.  Mr.  Richardfon  had  been  ve¬ 
ry  well  ufed  by  Mr.  Vaughan,  and  thought  he  owed  hini 
tome  civility;  he  therefore  acquainted  Mr.  Vaughan  of 
it.  The  application,  conveyed  to  Mr.  Richardfon  an  idea 
that  fome  intereft  would  be  ufed  with  him  to  diipoie  of 
his  right  in  the  office.  Mr.  Vaughan  enquired  who  this 
man  vvas;  he  was  informed  it  was  one  Mr.  Howell.  Mr. 
Vaughan  was  well  acquainted  with  his  hiftoiy  ;  knew  he 
had  formerly  been  an  inferior  furgeon  in  the  holpital  in 
Germany,  and  had  afterwards  gone  out  as  ft  amp^jn  after 
to  Jamaica,  where  your  lordfhip  knows  he  received  no 
confiderable  emoluments  from  his  place;  from  thence  he 
had  worked  himfelf  into  farther  favour,  had  (as  he  faid) 
applied  to  the  noble  duke,  and  told  the  proprietors  that 
he  fhould  be  glad  to  give  them  a  good  price,  but  that 
they  muft  fell  out.  Mr.  Vaughan  was  naturally  alarm¬ 
ed  at  this.  Mr.  Tufnell,  the  other  proprietor,  he  lound 
had  been  applied  to  in  the  fame  manner;  only  Mr.  How¬ 
ell  had  charmed  his  battery  to  the  different  proprietors, 
and  reprefented  all  the  others,  except  the  man  he  add  ref- 
fed,  as  having  agreed  to  this  propofal.  Mr.  \  aughan 
found  Mr.  Whittington  a  great  deal  more  inclined  to  Mr. 
Howell’s  propofition,  than  either  of  the  other  two  gentle- 
men  Mr.  Whittington  told  Mr.  Vaughan  “  he  fhould 
fell  his  fhare  of  the  office,  and  that  the  other  proprietors 
m  the  office  muft  fell  their  lhares  too— Mr.  Howell’s  in- 
lereft  would  oblige  them  to  do  it;  fuch  a  perfon  would 
fpcak  to  Mr.  Richardfon,  and  he  muft  be  compelled  to  do 
jt;  another  would  fpeak  to  Mr.  Tufnell,  who,  as  an  of¬ 
ficer,  could  not  relift  the  application ;— Mr.  Howell  has 
fuch  intereft  that  there  is  no  refilling  it ;  for  my  part  I 
have  been  fpoke  to  in  fuch  a  manner— I  cannot  reiiit. 
From  all  this,  Mr.  Vaughan  was  in  great  anxiety,  and  a 
rood  deal  alarmed  on  account  of  the  office.  I  he  conte- 
ciuences  to  him  were  very  material.  If  there  had  been  a 
jurrender  and  a  new  title,  this  lealc,  of  which  three  yeais 

were  unexpired,  would  of  courfe  he  thought  have  been 
■  '  determined. 


determined  In  point  of  law  he  did  not  iudge  amifs- 
bccaufe  his  leafe  at  law  was  intirely  gone/  and,  a? he’ 
ud  no  (pec, he  covenant  that  the  nominee  fbould  not  fur- 

h  '  1  m\T  3t  a  °‘S  t0  know  what  relief  he  would  have 
pp,  fBut  howe^‘'>  11  15  Sufficient,  that  he  apprehended 
L-fe  was  totally  gone,  and  all  the  benefit  he  expected 
hom  that  office  the  benefit  alfo  for  what  he  had  done  to 

f  n  r°erCe’  fruftrated;  Soon  after  this,  Mr.Richard- 

fon  rccuvcd  a  letter  from  Mr.  Whittington;  andthislet- 

tcr  he  tranfmitted  to  Air.  Vaughan,  willing  always  as 

he~.°.uld»  t0  a£l  fairly  with  tefpedt  to 'Mr. 
Vau  han.  I  his  letter  was  to  prefs  Mr.  Richardfon  to 

acceue  to  Mr  Howell’s  propofttion,  and  he  told  him  he 
was  very  much  forpnzed  he  had  not  heard  from  other 
quarters,  but  he  was  confident  he  would;  for  he  could 

? •  UrC  h,“  tha',Mr-  Btadlhaw  had  orders  to  wait  upon 
lini,  and  would  in  a  day  or  two;  and  that  the  duke  of 
Grafton  interefted  himfelf  in  the  matter.  Mr.  Vaughan 
lav/  the  affair  became  more  ferious  to  him.  His  firft  ob- 
ject  was  to  fecure  the  intereft  of  Mr.  Richardfon,  and  Mr, 
ufnell,  who  were  willing  to  treat  with  him,  that  thev 
ihoula  not  confent  to  a  refignation  of  the  office;  and  fo 

,0.fCCfU,re  ‘C  negatwely  againft  any  attack  upon  it.  They 
both  taked  very  kindly  to  hint;  but  neither  of  them 
came  to  any  conclufion,  each  referred  to  the  other.  Mr 
Vaughan  made  his  propofition— “  Nameyourfum,  I  will’ 
give  you  any  price  you  pleafe;  it  is  of  great  confequence 
to  me  that  this  office  fhould  not  be  taken  out  of  my  hands.” 

•  j  ncy  both  ^med  naming  the  fum.  Mr.  Vaughan 
then  went  to  Mr.  Howell  to  talk  with  him  upon  the 
attain  Howell  told  him  he  fhould  be  very  glad  if  he 
tvould  withdraw  his  oppofnion,  and  permit  him  to  take  in 
the  lntereit  ot  the  proprietors  during  Mr.  Farley’s  life - 
nut  as  to  the  office  he  was  hire  of  it  after  Mr.  Farlev’s 

ueath;  only  he  faid  delays  were  dangerous  to  him. _ 

j  r*  ^OVVCi‘  was  a  man  of  more  apprehenfion  than  cou- 
,raSc’  and  he  was  ah‘aid  of  a  change  in  the  minifery.  He 
-aid,  /  muj}  have  the  office*,  and,  Mr.  Vaughan,  that 
J  may  get  this  matter  done,  I  /hall  be  glad  to  treat  with 
you  for  the  remainder  of  your  leafe.  Mr.  Vaughan,  ha¬ 
ving  * ■  ■  r.  R ichardton  and  Mr.Tufnell,  as  he  apprehend- 
,  ’  mo:c  cni-*1gcd  to  him  than  Mr.  Howell,  thought  he 
nr.L,  an  lr.ttrefi  in  this  worth  keeping _ Mr.  Howell 

could 


could  make  no  impreffion  upon  Mr.  Vaughan  to  part 
with  his  office;  but  this  impreffion  remained  in  Mr. 
Vaughan’s  mind — Mr.  Howell’s  confidence  fo  far  impo- 
fed  upon  the  credulity  of  the  others,  that  he  (Mr.  Vaugh¬ 
an)  was  fairly  convinced,  that  Mr.  Howell  (this  man 
who  had  been  an  hofpital  furgeon,  and  made  no  con- 
liderable  figure  in  the  world)  had  found  the  proper  or 
improper  method  of  fuccefs,  and  that  the  foundation  of 
this  intereft  wras  his  money. 

This  was  the  idea  creduloufly,  improperly  received  by 
Mr.  Vaughan,  and  yet  not  without  great  probability  to 
a  perfon  in  his  lituation.  Mr.  Vaughan  has  fworn  he 
did  believe  it;  that  he  thought  Mr.  Howell  was  acling 
againft  him  by  an  intereft,  that  he  had  no  method  of 
counteracting,  but  by  oppofmg  to  it  the  fame  motives. 
. — Mr.  V  aughan  went  to  Mr.  Newcome,  whom  he  had 
long  been  acquainted  with ;  he  told  him,  if  the  office 
was  to  be  difpofed  of  in  that  manner,  it  was  worth  his 
while  to  give  more  for  it  than  any  other  man. — I  muft 
know,  fays  he,  I  am  a  very  obnoxious  man;  my  name 
will  not  be  any  recommendation  ;  I  wifb’d  to  have  had 
Mr.  Richardfon  apply  in  his  ovvn  name:  but  to  remove 
all  fuch  objection  to  me,  as  may  naturally  occur  that  I 
have  propofed  this  for  a  trap,  I  will  take  an  oath  of  fe- 
crecy  to  remove  that;  that  the  name  of  Samuel  Vaughan 
may  give  no  umbrage  or  fufpicion. — Mr.  Vaughan  left 
him;  and  left  him  with  an  idea,  that  Mr.  Newcome 
had  no  great  difficulty  about  the  matter.  Next  morning 
he  fent  the  affidavit  inclofed  to  Mr.  Newcome,  and  im¬ 
mediately,  in  his  anxiety  and  alarm  applied  himlelf  again 
to  Mr.  Richardfon  and  Mr.  Tufnell ;  meaning,  if  they* 
would  agree  with  him,  to  intercept  the  application,  and 
let  it  go  no  farther  than  to  Mr.  Newcome. — Mr.  New- 
come  next  day  returned  the  affidavit.  Mr.  Vaughan’s 
alarms  increafing  by  the  difficulties  Mr.  Richardfon  and 
Mr.  Tufnell  made,  he  inclofed  that  affidavit  in  the  letter, 
your  iordfhip  has  heard,  to  the  noble  duke.  Soon  after 
that  ftep  had  been  taken. — Mr.  V aughan  had  an  opportu¬ 
nity  with  Mr.  Richardfon  and  Tufnell  of  making  an  ab- 
folute  agreement,  and  they  have  profited  confiderably  by 
Mr.  Vaughan’s  fears  and  alarms;  for  I  think  the  rent, 
which  before  upon  the  whole  office  was  but  ^.400  a  year. 
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has  now*,  by  that  new  agreement,  been  raided  to  y£G 
guineas  tor  a  moiety. 

Lord  M  ANSFIELD. 

What  the  neat  rent? 

Mr.  W  E  D  D  E  R  B  U  R  N. 

The  neat  rent  payable.  The  old  leafe  flood  at  four 
hundred  guineas  a  year  and  four  puncheons  of  rum;  Mr. 
Vaughan  gave  the  fame.  The  falaries  formerly  paid  did 
not  exceed  ^.100,  Mr.  Vaughan  paid  ^'.1200  a  year 
to  the  officers  executing  the  offices  in  Jamaica,  and  he 
has  now  taken  Mr.  Richardfon’s  and  Mr.  Tufnell’s  moi¬ 
ety  at  750  guineas.  So  (lands  the  iituation  of  this  office, 
and  alio  the  facts  refpe&ing  ;he  application  to  the  noble 
duke.  The  office  itfelf,  is  an  office  that,  to  a  common  under- 
ilanding,  fliould  feem  the  mofl  likely  to  be  a  faleable 
office.  It  had  been  granted  to  people  who  never  were  to 
do  the  duty — to  one  man  who  was  not  in  Jamaica,  in 
trufl  for  another  who  never  was  to  go  there:  it  had  been 
fold  by  a  decree  of  the  court  of  Chancery  ;  had  been  dc- 
mifed  for  years,  pafled  by  devife;  and  had  differed  every 
change  that  is  incident  to  alienable  property.  Mr. 
Vaughan  after  this,  received  a  meffage  (the  latter  end  of 
July)  from  the  noble  duke  by  Mr.  Sharp,  to  acquaint 
him  that  the  affair  had  been  taken  up  in  a  ferious  view; 
that  he  conlidered  it  in  a  very  odicus  criminal  light,  and 
intended  to  commence  a  profecution  upon  it.  Mr.  Vaughan, 
defired  to  have  a  copy  of  what  he  had  fent  to  the  noble 
duke,  not  having  taken  a  copy; — and  after  fome  time  he 
procured  it.  A  long  converfation  palled  between  Mr. 
Sharp  and  him;  expoflulations  on  Mr.  Vaughan’s  part 
and  the  ftate  of  his  own  conduct,  unneceffary  to  be  mi¬ 
nutely  dated — the  affidavit  when  it  comes  to  be  read  will 

j 

fet  it  forth. — In  the  beginning  of  Augud,  Mr.  Vaughan 
(thinking  himfelf  bound  on  account  of  his  affidavit,  and) 
having  never  mentioned  it  to  any  one  creature,  there  came 
out  in  the  public  news-papers  two  letters,  each  of  them 
given  to  the  world  as  containing  in  fubdance  the  letters 
of  Mr.  Vaughan,  and  accompanied  with  abundance  of 
reflections  upon  him.  From  that  time,  for  the  fpace  of 
two  months,  the  matter  was  worked  up  with  every  pofli- 
ble  aggravation  againd  Mr.  Vaughan.-- -Now  it  is  re¬ 
markable,  that  the  charge  conveyed  againd  Mr.  Vaugh¬ 
an  by  thefe  publications  is  not  the  offence  of  corrupting 
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the  noble  duke,  now  imputed  to  him  ;  but  the  matter  laid 
to  his  charge,  with  a  view  to  injure  him  with  the  public, 
is  of  a  very  different  kind— Mr.  Vaughan  is  made  to  fay’ 
That  he  begged  pardon  for  the  meafures  he  had  taken" 
and  that  he  would  behave  better  for  the  future.  The 
total  renunciation  of  all  former  principles  is  the  charge 
meant  to  be  conveyed,  and  whoever  wrote  the  letters 
wrote  them  with  that  view— not  to  affed  Mr.  Vaughan 
for  that  which  he  hath  done,  (whatever  opinion  may  now 
be  held  in  that  refped)  but  ro  affed  Mr.  Vaughan  for 
a  thing  he  had  never  done— the  making  a  facrifice  of  his 
former  principles.  Mr.  Vaughan  in  one  of  thefe  letters 
is  made  to  fay.  That  he  was  afliamed  of  the  principles  and 
the  people  he  had  been  conneded  with.  Whatever  me¬ 
rit  or  demerit  there  may  be  with  refped  to  that  caufe,  it 
would  have  been  improper  for  Mr.  Vaughan  to  treat  it 
as  afhameful  caufe  in  any  letter  to  the  noble  duke,  when 
he  knew  that  many  noble  perfons  (the  duke’s  intimate 
acquaintance  too,)  were  engaged  in  that  caufe  long  be¬ 
fore  him, — and  fome  of  them  not  afhamed  of  it.  There- 
fore  it  was  not  probable,  Mr.  Vaughan  Ihould  fay  he  was 
afhamed  ofit;~ but  the  publicoftenfwallow things  not  pro¬ 
bable.  Thence  arofe  the  cenfure  upon  him,  Whether 
a  man’s  principles  are  well  or  ill  founded,  dill  they  are  his 
principles  ;  and  a  man  who,  upon  intereft  without  prin¬ 
ciple  renounces  them,  is  highly  contemptible  to  the 
world. - Mr.  Vaughan  was  run  down  upon  that  ac¬ 

count,  not  upon  account  of  the  charge  againd  him,  but  for 
a  matter  that  he  never  was  guilty  of ; — which  was  obtruded 
upon  the  public  by  publifhing  letters  he  never  wrote. — 
Vour  lordfhip  will  permit  me  to  make  one  or  two  obfer- 
vations  upon  the  motives  of  Mr.  Vaughan’s  condud,  be¬ 
fore  I  come  to  date  the  legal  grounds  in  his  defence. 

And  it  appears  in  the  hi  d  place  to  your  lorddiip,  from 
all  thefe  fads,  he  has  aded  a  weak,  but  not  a  wicked 
part;  nothing  can  be  more  fimple  than  the  condud  of 
Mr.  V'aughan,  if  he  meant  to  fucceed  with  refped  to  the 
office.  It  is  not  the  condud  of  a  man  trained  in  corrup¬ 
tion,  fkilled  in  the  art  of  offering  handfomely  and  fafely ; 
it  is  the  fimple,  artlefs,  ignorant  condud  of  a  man  alarm¬ 
ed  with  refped  to  his  intered, — very  apprehenfive  that 
money  was  operating  againdhim,  and  thinking  it  was  a 
thing  very  much  of  courle  that  hefhould  countcrad  that, 
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bv  the  fame  means.  It  is  precifely  the  condudt  of  the 
perfon  at  Lynn  ;  who  wrote  a  letter  to  lord  Hardwicke 
with  a  bank  note  to  him,  and  defired  a  decree  in  his 

favour. 

Lord  Mansfield. 

He  afked  him  to  give  his  opinion  upon  a  will. 

Mr.  Wedderbu  r  n. 

Lord  Hardwicke  treated  it  as  an  idle  proportion. — - 
He  informed  me  that  he  had  received  many  abfurd  let¬ 
ters  which  he  had  thrown  into  the  fire  ; — but  he  could  not 
throw  the  bank  note  into  the  fire.  He  mentioned  it  in 
court — the  man  was  ordered  to  attend,  which  he  did,  a 
good  deal  alarmed — the  bank  note  was  given  to  a  public 
charity,  and  there  the  matter  dropped. 

Lord  Mansfield. 

Lord  Hardwicke  laid  it  was  necelTary,  as  the  money 
came  with  it;  tho’  he  was  convinced,  as  wcdl  as  every 
body  elfe,  that  the  man’s  head  was  wrong.  He  was  afk- 
ing  his  opinion  as  a  counfel.  His  lordfhip  took  that  op¬ 
portunity  to  let  the  world  know,  that  if  ever  money  was 
lent  him,  it  fhoekd  be  made  public  in  twenty  four  hours. 
Mr.CharlesTownfend  who  was  his  counfel,  Ipoke  very  well 
to  it,  and  he  had  aconfent  from  him  that  the  money  fhouid 
be  given  to  public  charity — that  was  thought  punifhment 
enough _ -The  man  was  wrong  in  his  head. 

Mr.  Wedderburn. 

The  a £1  appears  equally  filly  in  Mr.  Vaughan’s  cafe; 
and  his  conduct  has  not  a  trace  of  cunning  or  artifice  in 
It;  but  (hews  rather  the  utmoft  ignorance  of  the  world. 
It  is  not  a  reftedtion  upon  the  noble  duke  to  fay.  That 
perfons  in  his  grace’s  fituation  muff  be  expofed,  from 
their  courfes  or  life — from  their  amufements— • and  from 
people  who  will  he  prying  upon  every  unguarded  moment, 
to  many  opportunities ’for  fuch  an  application.  Had  Mr. 
Vaughan  been  a  defigning  man,  he  might  have  fuggeffed 
this  to  the  noble  duke  ten  thoufand  ways,  that  would 
not  have  expofed  him  to  any  hazard.  There  are  many 
methods  of  feeling  the  ground  cautioufly,  and  of  pru¬ 
dently  making  the  application,  to  fee  whether  it  be  ac¬ 
ceptable  or  not; — but  Mr.  Vaughan  reafoned  thus:  (he 
knew  it  a  faleable  office)  I  know  other  offices  have  been 
bought  and  fold — I  don’t  know,  why  that  may  not  be  as 
well  fold  to  me  as  to  others.  The  affidavit  annexed  to  the 

letter 
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letter  is  no  evidence  of  guilt;  but  indicates  this  only — 
he  was  afraid  that  the  name  of  Samuel  Vaughan  would 
fhut  out  all  the  ends  of  his  application.  His  objedf  then, 
was  to  allure  his  grace,  that  he  meant  no  trap.  What 
then  is  the  fair  amount  of  this  guilt?  He  has  been  guilty 
of  the  offence  of  fuipe&ing  the  integrity  of  the  noble  duke. 
I  would  fay  to  the  noble  duke,  The  fufpicion  is  extreme¬ 
ly  injurious, — there  is  no  ground  for  it; — but  confider 
the  man’s  fituation, — the  courfe  of  life  he  has  been  in  ; — . 
confider  the  ideas  he  entertained  with  refpedf  to  that  of¬ 
fice; — and  your  grace  will  find  the  application,  tho’  not 
juftifiable  with  regard  to  you,  is  excufable  with  refpedk 
to  him: — he  has  been  exceedingly  midaken; — but  your 
honour  may  dand  unimpeached,  if  the  application  is 
treated  as  idle  and  ridiculous. 

It  is  an  idea  at  the  ead  end  of  the  town,  that  a  great 
many  offices  are  fold  ;  they  are  midaken  in  it.  We  that 
live  a  little  on  this  fide  Temple  Bar  know  none  are  fold. 
At  St.  James’s  they  don’t  even  fufpedf,  that  it  is  ever 
fuppofed  that  any  office  is  fold.  The  citizens  however 
believe  there  is  fuch  a  thing — they  have  run  away  with 
fuch  a  prejudice — a  profecution  will  not  convince  them 
of  their  error,  nor  prove  that  .they  are  wrong.  What 
then  remains  with  regard  to  Mr.  Vaughan’s  fufpicion  ? 
One  might  fay,  without  any  incivility  towards  the  noble 
duke, — confider  what  condudl  would  become  a  lady  who 
values  even  the  delicacy  of  her  reputation.  A  talking 
virtue  is  a  fulpecled  virtue;  the  woman,  who  boads  of 
the  temptation  die  has  relided,  fhews  that  die  thought 
it  a  temptation;  and  the  world  will  fay,  that  die  objec¬ 
ted  to  the  perfon,  and  not  to  the  propofal. - If  your 

grace  difregards  this  totally,  the  world  will  think  more 
nobly  of  you,  than  to  believe  there  was  any  ground  for 

Mr.  Vaughan’s  fufpicion. - You  are  difeharged  from 

it.  But  perhaps  it  might  be  faid,  this  is  a  troublefome 
man  ; — it  would  be  well  to  expofe  Mr.  Vaughan, — to  run 
him  down  among  the  people.  But  that  is  not  an  object 

worthy  fuch  a  purfuit. - -Do  not,  by  aiming  at  Mr. 

Vaughan,  forget  what  is  due  to  the  delicacy  of  your  own 
fituation. 

It  will  weigh  with  the  court  that  this  is  not  the  a£t  of 
a  cunning,  artful  man.  It  is  the  a£t  of  a  fimple,  igno¬ 
rant,  credulous,  deluded  man,  purfued  weakly,  and  con- 
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dueled  in  a  manner  that  indicates  no  danger  from  fuch  a 
man’s  attempting  to  corrupt;  he  is  too  ignorant  of  the 
common  modes  that  every  third  rate  agent  at  office  would 
have  taught  him.  If  no  traces  of  art  or  defign  appear, 
there  is  no  objedt  for  a  profecution.  But  I  go  upon  the 
fadf  into  another  confideration,  that  I  hope  the  court 

will  think  merits  fome  attention.- - Suppofing  for 

the  prefent  that  this  was  a  cafe,  on  which  in  point  of 
law,  the  court  could  grant  an  information ; — there  is  no 
fuch  cafe  in  which  the  profecution  may  not  be  carried  on 
in  another  mode,  by  indictment.  Is  it  fit  in  this  cafe 
that  the  court  fhould  interpofe  by  way  of  information  ? 
Does  it  come  fairly  ?  When  all  the  news-papers  have 
been  filled,  for  months  together,  with  calumny  upon  Mr. 
Vaughan,  not  charging  him  with  a  true  offence,  but 
with  a  fuppofed  offence,  to  prejudice  him  in  the  mind  of 
the  world  ?  Mr.  Vaughan  obferves  a  religious  filence  up¬ 
on  the  fubjedf ;  he  fwears  that  he  communicated  to  no 
perfon  living,  either  the  affidavit  or  letter.  It  muff  there¬ 
fore  remain,  that  the  publication  comes  from  other  hands. 
Is  it  fit,  when  the  opinion  of  the  public  has  been  tainted 
upon  falfe  grounds,  (for  falfe  they  are  in  this  caufe)  to 
make  Mr.  Vaughan  fuffer  for  a  crime  he  never  commit¬ 
ted  ?  Is  it  fit  for  this  court  to  make  him  fuffer  by  an  in¬ 
formation,  and  to  add  that,  to  all  the  prejudices  which  have 
been  propagated  againff  him  ?  If  he  fhould  be  convidted, 
it  might  be  becaufe  he  was  fuppofed  to  have  forfaken  the 
Bill  of  Rights;  not  for  what  he  has  done.  I  will  there¬ 
fore  fubmit  to  the  court,  they  cannot  grant  an  information 
under  fuch  circumffances.—If  this  matter  was  intended 
in  the  month  of  July  to  come  before  a  court  of  juffice, 
thofe,  who  are  in  poffeffion  of  the  materials  which  charge 
Mr.  Vaughan,  fhould  have  taken  great  care  that  no  im¬ 
proper  charge  againft  Mr.  Vaughan, — no  charge  at  all 
indeed, — fhould  have  come  in  the  news- papers.  I  fub¬ 
mit  to  your  lordfhip,  that  it  is  very  wrong  after  this,  to 
apply  to  the  court  of  king’s  bench  to  add  the  prejudice, 
that  arifes  from  their  opinion,  to  the  already  prejudiced 
opinion  of  the  public. 

I  come  now  to  consider  upon  what  ground  in  law  this 

profecution  can  he  fupported. - My  lord,  I  take  it,  it 

is  neceffary  here  to  flate  precifely  the  offence  imputed  to 
Mr.  Vaughan. ---The  offence  imputed  to  Mr.  Vaughan 

is 


is  {imply  this; — an  offer  (and  no  more)  to  the  duke  of 
Grafton  to  tempt,  as  the  affidavit  ftates,  by  money  to 
procure  an  office  in  the  colonies  concerning  the  admini- 
j\ ration  of  juftice.  This  is  the  ftate  of  the  fad  which  is 
prefumed  to  be  an  offence; — an  offer  of  money  to  tempt 
his  grace  to  procure  an  office  in  the  colonies.— It  is  then 
no  more  than  a  folicitation  to  do  an  act  from  an  impro¬ 
per  motive. — Before  I  confidcr,  whether  folicitation  will 
conftitute  of  itfelf  a  fpecific  and  independent  crime,  I 
(hall  firft  examine,  whether  the  adion  if  done  would  be 
the  fubjed  of  a  profecution ;  for  the  folicitation  cannot 
be  criminal,  if  the  ad  done  would  not  expofe  the  perfon 
to  any  profecution.  If  it  is  an  offence  punifhable  here, 
it  mutt  either  be  by  ftatute  or  common  law :  and  I  fuppofe 
it  will  be  admitted,  that  there  is  no  ftatute,  that  has  the 
leaf!:  relation  to  this  fubjed,  but  the  5th  and  6th  of  Ed¬ 
ward  VI.  That  ftatute  I  conceive  to  be  a  local  re¬ 
gulation  of  the  police  of  this  country,  with  refped  to  the 
offices  enumerated  in  it;  and  that  it  no  more  refers  to  o- 
ther  countries,  than  the  ftatutes  of  ufury,  the  ftatutes  a- 
gainft  exceffive  gaming,  and  many  other  laws,  that  are 
coniidered  as  regulations  of  a  local  police.  In  the  fir  It 
place,  the  ftatute  contains  no  prohibition — to  buy  and 
fell  offices  within  the  ftatute  of  Edward  VI.  is  not 
prohibited.  It  does  not  fay, — No  perfon  fhall  buy  or  fell 
an  office;  but  it  fays,— If  any  perfon  fhall  bargain,  &c. 
for  an  office,  the  perfon  felling  forfeits  it,— and  the  perion 
buying  is  incapable  of  holding  that  fpecific  office. .  But 
I  fhall  enter  more  fully  into  the  comment  upon  this  fta¬ 
tute  hereafter.  I  need  not  in  this  part  of  the  argument 
enter  into  it.  Iheiinglequcftionhercis,  Whether  this 
ad  has  reference  to  the  colonies  or  not  ?  T  his  quenion 
has  been  agitated,  debated,  and  decided  in  VV  eftminfter 
hall.  It  is  exprefly  held,  1  hat  this  ad  Goes  not  extend 
to  the  colonies,  in  the  cafe  of  Blanchard  and  Goldy  2d 
Salkeld  41 1,  4th  Modern  218.  There  the  very  point 
in  judgment  before  the  court  upon  a  demurrer  was. 
Whether  this  ad  of  the  5th  and  6th  of  Edward  VI. 
did,  or  did  not  extend  to  Jamaica  ?  It  was  an  adion  ot 
debt  upon  a  bond.  1  he  defendant  prayed  Oyei  of  the 
condition  of  the  bond;  and  it  appearing  to  be  to  fecurc  a 
fum  of  money  given  for  the  office  of  provoft  marfhal  in 

Jamaica,  he  pleaded  the  ftatute  of  the  5th  and  6th  of 

^  Edward 


r  54  j 

Ea'./aui  vl.  The  plaintiff  replied  fo  the  plea 
1  he  Jat““  d,d  n«  extend  toJamaica;-the  defendant  re- 
jo'ncd,  1  hat  it  did.  The  cafe,  as  I  itate  it,  is  reported 

!  '°r ,y  111  lSa!ke,tl;  lle  pleadings,  and  the  argument  at 
length,  are  in  4th  Modern.  The  court  gave  judgment 

■  or  the  plaintiff  By  the  pleadings  it  is  clearJ,  that  it 

C0U,d  n°c  S.°ofi  “P°n  any  collateral  matter,  and  that  the 
com  t  pofmvely  determined  the  ftatute  did  not  extend  to 
Jamaica.  1  he  only  difference  between  the  two  reports 
is  this:  The  cafe  in  Salkeld  treats  it  as  a  fum  of  money 
iorthe  purchafe  of  the  office  of  provoft  marffial  ;_the 

caie  in  4th  Modern  fliews  it  to  he  a  bond  to  pay  a  <>rofs 
annuid  turn  (not  out  of  the  profits)  for  the  deputation  of 
tne  omce.  J3ut  it  makes  no  difference  as  to  the  queftion. 

,h01  if  f  perf°n  makes  a  deputation  of  an  office  within 
the  ftatute  of  tdward  VI.  for  an  annuity,  without 
aying  “  out  of  the  profits  arifing,”  it  is  void  by  thefta- 
tutc. .  if  the  refervation  is  of  an  annuity  out  of  the  pro- 
iits,  it  is  not  void  within  the  ftatute.  The  diftindtion  is 
3  ^ttle  nice,  but  it  is  fettled. 

Lord  Mansfie  l  d. 
it  is  certainly  fo. 

Mr.  XV  EDDERBURN. 

But  a  fum  of  money  fecured  in  grofs  without  adding 
—  ■  out  of  the  profits”— makes  it  void  within  the  ftatute. 
j  hat  point  is  determined  in  the  cafe  of  Godolphin  and 
Tudor,  2d  balkeld  463. 

Lord  Mansfield. 

But  that  will  turn  upon  the  queftion,  Whether  it  was 
really  out  0i  the  profits,  or  colourably  only? 

Mr.  \V  EDDERBpJRN. 

.  ^  ^  cn‘fc  ^  have  cited  dees  not  turn  upon  that  diftinc- 
i-.on,  but  that  it  is  a  fum  in  grofs  without  fay  in  o-  “  out 
a  the  profits;”  and  therefore  within  the  ftatute.  &There 

are  no  arguments  about  its  being  colourable  or 
not. 


t  ^  .  Juft  ice  Y  a  T  e  s. 

I  don’t  fee  it  is  a  hair-breadth  diftin&ion  at  all  If 
tne  refervation  be  only  “  out  of  the  profits,’5  the  party 
is  not  obliged  to  pay  the  money;  but,  if  there  is  a  fum 
certain,  he  is  bound  to  pay  it. 

Mr.  W  EUDERBUR  N. 

I  was  not  considering  the  merits  of  that  cafe  of  Go- 

1  * 
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dolphin  and  Tudor.  I  only  meant  by  citing  it,  to  fhe\tf 
your  lordfhip  that  the  cafe  as  reported  in  4th  Modern, 
tho’  it  varies  from  the  cafe  in  Salkeld,  comes  to  the  fame 
point  exadlly.  The  bond  in  either  view  was  undoubt¬ 
edly  void ;  therefore  it  is  the  fame  thing  on  both  the  re¬ 
ports,  and  it  is  fettled,  that  the  ftatute  of  the  5th  and 
6th  of  Edward  VI.  does  not  extend  to  the  colonies. 
But  that  is  an  office  in  the  colonies,  and  the  court  of 
king’s  bench  have  determined  that  it  is  not  within  the 
ftatute.  It  is  an  adjudged  cafe  which  Mr.  Vaughan  pro¬ 
ceeds  upon,  that  the  leafes  tinder  which  he  now  holds, 
and  under  which  it  has  been  held  from  time  to  time,  were 
void,  if  the  office  was  within  the  ftatute;  for  therein  re- 
ferved  is  not  out  of  the  profits,  but  a  fum  in  grofs.-  The 
parties  underftood,  that  the  aeft  was  determined  not  to 
extend  to  the  colonies;  and  therefore  have referved  the 
rent  in  this  manner.  It  is  not  the  cafe  of  Mr.  Vaughan’s 
office  only,  but  alfo  of  the  office  of  clerk  of  the  fupreme 
court  of  the  Leeward  Iflands; — and  I  could  produce  to 
your  lordfhip  ten  or  a  dozen  of  thefe  offices,  that  are 
held  beneficially  by  perfons  in  England,  where  a  rent  is 
referved  in  the  fame  manner,  taking  it  for  granted  that 
the  ftatute  did  not  affect  them. 

Lord  Mansfield. 

Is  any  thing  reported  in  4th  Modern,  of  the  argument 
on  which  the  court  decided  ? 

Mr.  Wf. ODER  BURN. 

The  ground  the  court  goes  on  is,— -  That  Jamaica  is  a 
conquered  country;  that  it  had  therefore  no  laws  from 
this  country,  except  by  pofitive  ftatute. 

Lord  Mansfield. 

As  being  not  a  colony  planted,  but  a  conquered  coun¬ 
try  ;  and  not  a  bad  argument  neither. 

Mr.  Wedderbur n. 

It  is  not  neccft'iry  for  me  to  fupport  the  do5frine  of  the 
cafe.  I  quote  it  as  a  pofitive  calc  in  point.  If  it  were 
proper  to  go  farther,  I  could  refer  your  lordfhip  to  the 
argument  of  lord  Sommers,  and  the  attorney  general 
Treby  in  the  cafe  of  the  duty  levied  at  Jamaica;  I  could 
remind  your  lordfhip  that  the  laws  ol  Jamaica  were 
granted  for  a  term  of  years ;  that  it  was  the  current  opini¬ 
on  of  the  times  that  Jamaica  had  no  laws  upon  the  expi¬ 
ration  of  that  term,  and  was  not  governed  by  the  laws  of 
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this  country  ;~but  that  is  foreign  to  the  prefen  t  purpofe; 

1  he  calc  cited  is  in  point; — I  have  no  occalion  to  go  far¬ 
ther;— all  the  arguments  upon  it  are  mere  matters of  cu- 
nolitv.  It  is  a  cafe  determined  that  has  never  been  re* 
icncd;  and  upon  that  cafe  I  contend,— that  to  buy  and 

Cc .  aij\°^ice  Jamaica,  tho’  touching  the  adminiftration 
oi  jultice,  is  not  within  theftatute:  nor  can  the  policy 
ot  that  ftatute  make  the  folicitation  an  offence.  Js  it 

then  an  offence  at  common  law? - In  this  enquiry  it 

will  be  neceffary  carefully  to  attend  to  this  (which  I 
apprehend  to  be  an  eternal)  diftindtion  in  the  law  of 
England there  are  adts  difhonourable,  there  are  adts 
immoral,  there  are  acts  illegal  which  are  diftin^uifhable 
11  om  punifhable.  This  country  is  a  country  of  pofitive 
law \  no  court  has  a  cenforial  power.  No  man  is  to  be 
pun i filed  becaufe  he  is  a  bad  man.  i  he  legiflature  only 
can  create  offences ;  there  is  no  criminal  law  ex  arhitrio 
judicis.  I  he  fraud  of  a  man’s  actions  will  not  make  him 
an  object  of  punifhment;  unlefs  an  act  is  done  that  is  no* 
only  immoral  and  illegal,  but  in  itfelf  punifhable. 
.rraue,  bieach  of  truff,  hovv  bad  fo  ever  they  are,  are 
no  objc&s  of  pofitive  punifhment.  I  fhall  without  any 
difficulty,  if  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide  defire  it,  ad¬ 
mit,  that  in  all  cafes  in  its  utmoff  extent  to  buy  and  fell 
offices  is  difhonourable.  If  they  prefs  the  argument  fo 
far,  I  have  no  fcruples  to  conceal  it, — but  I  don’t  affert 
u  becaufe  I  know  I  fhall  be  throwing  a  cenfure  very 
imjuftly  upon  many  refpedable  people,  who  in  fellini 
offices  do  not  think  they  are  doing  any  thing  difhonoura- 

0  b’*  ^  In  a  ftatute,  or  a  prohibition  in  a  ftatute, 

will  not  afreet  the  queftion  of  honour  or  difhonour  in  the 
act.  I  will  therefore  admit,  that  in  all  cafes  to  buy  and 
led  offices  is  not  honourable.  But  my  lord,  that  it  is 
always  immoral,  I  fhall  not  admit.  If  an  improper 
man  is  put  into  an  office,  for  the  mere  confideration  of  a 
mm  of  money,  it  is  immoral — the  public  is  injured  by 
it:  if  a  proper  man,  the  public  is  not  injured;  whether 
the  motive  for  his  employment  be  friendfhip,  or  relation, 
or  a  connection  with  a  fervant,  or  a  conne&ion  with  a 
niiftiels,  whatever  channels  of  recommendation  are  u- 
it  is  the  fame  to  the  public.  The  fitnefs  of  the  man, 
not  the  motive  of  his  appointment,  is  the  public  concern. 

A  good  man  withes  to  have  an  office— he  has  no  accefs — 

other 
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otncr  people  have  the  advantage  of  indirect  channels  of 
application— --all  the  moments  of  ea fe,  ofaccefs,  arc  oc- 
cup.ed  by  others.  What  does  this  man  do  ?  He  will  ra¬ 
ther  pay  the  money he  thinks  it  better,  than  to  flatter 
or  befiegc  the  idle  hours  of  any  great  man  ;--he  offers  his 
money  at  once  :--if  he  is  a  good  man,  if  the  duty  of  the 
office  is  well  difeharged,  the  public  have  no  bufinefs  to 
enquire  into  it.  Every  man  is  promoted  to  an  office  from 
tome  motive  or  other.  I  don’t  prefume  we  live  in  fo  per- 
feet  an  age,  or  that  the  world  has  ever  been  fo  perfedt 
that  men  are  always  promoted  to  offices  merely  for  their 
fufficiency.  ]  here  are  different  caufes,— particular  ac¬ 
quaintance,  ---fome  biafs  or  other  unknown  to  the  man. 
Money  may  be  an  operative  motive;  but  if  money  is  not 
the  inducement  in  the  abftracf,  it  is  not  immoral.  I  *0 
farther  when  I  advance  that  it  is  not  unlawful.  Need  I 
prove  it  is  not  unlawful,  without  the  aid  of  a  pofitive  ffa- 
tute?  the  contract  quoted  in  the  cafe  in  Salkeld  proves  it; 
—-judgment  was  given  for  the  plaintiff,  whether  the  act 
extended  to  Jamaica  or  not.  If  the  confideration  was 
unlawful,  the  court  could  not  have  given  judgment  for 
the  plaintiff.  Had  it  appeared  upon  the  face  of  the  plead¬ 
ings  that  it  was  an  uniawiul  act,  the  plaintiff  muft  have 
been  non-fuited~-the  bond  appears  upon  the  pleadings; 
therefore  it  was  not  an  unlawful  bond.  This  is  enough 
to  mew  it  not  unlawful.  But  even  fuppofmo;  it  unlawful, 
there  is  a  wide  difference  between  an  adf  unlawful  fo  as 
to  make  a  contract  void,  and  an  a&  criminal  and  punifh- 
abie.  i  here  are  a  thoufand  adis  which  are  immoral  and 
unlawful,  that  vet  will  not  fubjedt  a  man  to  any  punifh- 
ment.  My  lord,  I  have  hitherto  reafoned  upon  the  fub- 
jeet,  as  if  it  was  matter  of  argument;  but  when  a  que- 
i  ion  is— what  the  common  law  fays  upon  a  particular 
labjedf — -the  enquiry  is  rather  a  matter  of  fadt,  and  [ 
may  put  it  upon  the  other  fide  to  point  out  the  law.  There 
is  nothing  in  common  law,  that  is  not  effablifhed  either 

by  ufage  or  pofitive  authority. - Prove  that  there  is  an 

inlrance  where  a  man  has  been  punifhed  for  fuch  an  of¬ 
fence.  If  it  had  been  the  common  law  of  the  realm, 
men  would  have  been  punifhed  for  it;--fhew  me  any  in- 
didtment  at  common  law— any  opinion  in  any  law  book 
—that  to  buy  and  fell  offices  is  a  punifhable  crime. 

I  Mr 


Mr. 
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Mr.  Juftice  Yates. 

Have  you  read  Hawkins  and  lord  Coke? 

Mr.  Juftice  Willes.. 

Have  you  looked  into  the  cafe  of  Stockerville  and 
North? 

Mr.  Weddekburn. 

I  hope  I  have  looked  into  all  thefe  books.  Lord 
Coke  confines  bribery,  to  bribery  of  the  judges.  That 
is  an  offence  at  common  law  ;  but  confined  ftrid- 
ly  to  judicial  bribery.  Hawkins  in  his  whole  chapter  up¬ 
on  it,  and  a  hookas  good  as  Hawkins,  the  late  commen¬ 
taries  on  the  law,  confine  it  to  perfons  in  a  judicial  office, 
— that  is  an  offence  at  common  law.  '1  he  reafon  is  very 
obvious.  As  to  the  buying  and  felling  offices, — there  is 
an  allufion  in  Hawkins  to  the  cafe  of  Stockerville  and 
North  (Moor  781.)  That  cafe  is  clearly  upon  a  ftatute, 
and  as  totally  irreferable  to  the  queftion  at  common  law, 
as  any  one  cafe  in  the  book.  In  the  firft  place,  it  is  a 
ftar  chamber  cafe,  and  therefore  not  a  very  certain  autho¬ 
rity  ;  but,  witnout  that  obfervation,  in  the  next  place  it 
is  an  adion  brought  againft  the  fherift  of  Nottingham, 
for  letting  his  gaol  to  farm,  upon  the  ftatute  of  Harry 
IV.  That  ftatute  is  the  ground  of  the  profecution. 
What  does  the  court  of  Star  Chamber  do  upon  it?  it  is 
proved  that  the  defendant  let  his  fervants  receive  the  pro¬ 
fits  of  the  gaols  ;  it  is  held,  that,  that  was  in  effed  letiing 
his  gaol  to  farm,  and  he  was  fined  upon  it.  That  is  the 
fadf  which  gave  rifetothe  judgment; — butdoes  thatprove 
it  an  offence  at  common  law?  It  is  grounded  upon  a  par¬ 
ticular  ftatute.  1  he  reporter  indeed  adds  a  note,  ctT  hat 
“  the  ftatute  gives  a  certain  penalty,  and  it  is  not  fine- 
“  able,  &c.  but  the  court  took  it,  that  much  corruption 
“  enfued  upon  coveting  the  office;  that  this  putting  the 
offices  to  farm  and  fale  was  an  offence  at  common  law7 ; 
and  therefore  fineabloT  My  lord,  this  is  the  note  of 
the  reporter,  and  his  note  is  grounded  upon  this  evident 
miftake: — His  idea  is,  that  the  judgment  could  not  be 
fupported  upon  that  ftatute,  becaufe  the  ftatute  gave  a 
certain  and  pecuniary  penalty;  and  therefore,  that  ffie 
court  w7ent  upon  the  ground, -that  it  was  fineabie  at  com¬ 
mon  law,  I  have  looked  into  the  ftatute— the  reporter 
is  totally  miftaken  ; — the  ftatute  is  merely  prohibitory* 

It  is  not  with  a  certain  and  pecuniary  penalty ;  the  pro¬ 
fecution 
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fecution  could  only  be  by  indiCfment,  and  the  party  could 
only  be  fined:  therefore  all  this  confufion  of  the  cafe  of 
Stockerville  and  North  arifes  from  a  mere  blunder  of  the 
reporter  adding  his  own  foolifh  note  to  the  cafe,  as  it 
riginally  {food  determined.  But  the  cafe  itfelf  proves 
nothing;  for  it  is  an  indiCfment  upon  the  ftatute— that 
ftatute  is  prohibitory  without  penalty;  and  the  man  is 
fined  upon  it. 

Lord  Mansfield. 

That  is  the  very  anfwer  given  in  lord  Macclesfield’s 
trial. 

Mr.  Juftice  Willes. 

You  {fated  from  Moor,  but  it  is  alfo  in  Noy, 

Mr.  VV  edderburn. 

It  is  in  Noy  likewife.  It  is  fhort  there.  Noy  was  not 
a  good  reporter. — Noy  copied  Moor. 

Mr.  Juffice  Yates. 

He  was  a  very  imperfect  reporter, — what  are  called 
Noy’s  reports  are  not  Noy’s, — they  were  ferjeant  Grey’s, 

I  think. 

Cou  N  SE  L. 

They  were  no  very  great  credit  to  any  body. 

Mr.  Wedderburn. 

I  fay  negatively,  there  is  no  cafe,  there  is  no  indictment 
that  proves  this  an  offence  at  common  law;  but  I  go  far¬ 
ther,  the  fiatute  of  Edward  VI.  pofitively  proves  it  no 
offence  by  common  Lw---the  6th  feCfion  of  this  lfatute 
provides,  that  nothing  in  the  a&  fhall  extend  to  any  gift, 
grant,  &c.  of  any  office  or  deputation  made  before  the  iff 
of  March  enfuing: ;  but  that  the  fame  lhall  continue  in  fuch 
force,  ffrength  and  effeCI,  as  if  this  aCf  never  had  been, 

or  made. - But  does  this  aCf  except  contracts  before  the 

iff  of  March  enfuing,  or  future  contracts,  if  they  were 
not  illegal  and  criminal  ?  Can  that  aCf  give  it  fuch  ffrength, 
force  and  effeCf? — Does  that  mean  to  pioceed  upon  a  prin¬ 
ciple  that  the  thing  was  illegal?  Your  lordfhip  fees  pbvi- 
oufly  the  aCt  was  made  when  many  fuch  contraCfs  were 
exiffing;  the  aCf  prohibited  the  fame  for  the  future,  to 
commence  at  a  diffant  day;  it  left  all  the  contraCfs  to 
ffand,  as  they  did  before  the  commencement  of  that  fta¬ 
tute.  My  lord,  the  aCt  goes  farther;  for  it  concludes 
with  faying,  Nothing  in  it  fhall  be  prejudicial  to  any  of 
the  chief  juffices,  or  iuftices  of  affize  5  but  that  they,  and 
J  I  2  either 
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either  of  them,  may  difpofe  of  any  office  difpofeable,  as 
ft  was  before.  l)oes  this  fhew  it  was  confidered  by  the 
legislature  as  a  crime?  Could  it  happen  that  the  ad  of  Ed- 
wa.d  vi.  ihould  leave  it  to  the  judges  of  aflize  to  com¬ 
mit  a  crime  at  common  law?  My  lord,  cuftom  will  not 
make  their  afls  innocent,  if  criminal  at  common  law. 
y  our  lordship  will  permit  me  with  great  fubmiffion  to 
contend,— that  if  it  is  criminal  at  common  law,  it  is 
criminal  m  the  chief  juftieps  and  judges  of  'affize,  (upon 
the  general  principle  that  the  transfer  of  offices  for  money 
is  ..ngeious  to  the  public)  and  therefore  upon  account  of 
its  danger,  the  adlion  ffiall  he  punifhable,---the  act  could 
not  mean  to  except  their  cafe.  But  I  don’t  know  any  a£| 
pundnable  at  common  law  merely  on  account  of  its  dan- 
gt  rous  tendency.  1  he  law  in  this  country  is,  in  crimi¬ 
nal  matters,  a  pofitive  law.  An  a  St  that  is  to  the  diredl 
injury  of  any  perfon,  or  number  of  perfons,  may  be  cri- 
at  common  Jaw.  An  act  that  is  only  by  its  confe- 
quences  liable  to  produce  public  dangers,  I  apprehend,  is 
not.  If  it  is,  it  muft  be  upon  fome  general  ground  that; 
app  !'js  to  ail  fuch  cafes.  Cuftom  will  notvary  the  nature 
of  the  cafe;  it  is  upon  the  immutable  quality  of  the  act, 
tiut  it  mult  oe  fuppofed  to  be  punifhable  at  common  law : 
but  tnai  immutable  quality  (if  it  exifts)  attends  the  chief 
jUiiices  and  judges  of  aflize  in  their  offices  as  much  as  it; 
does  other  perfons.  This  proves,  that  the  ad  did  not  deem 
all  tranfa£Hons  for  the  fale  of  offices  illegal;  but  it  was  e- 
nafted  with  regard  to  certain  offices,  upon  the  particular 
motives  of  danger  to  the  public,  and  therefore  under  par¬ 
ticular  penalties,  it  was  to  be  reftrained,  viz.  The  forfei¬ 
ture  of  the  office  to  the  feller,  and  the  incapacity  to  hold 
u  with  regard  to  the  buyer — and  beyond  the  offices  fpeci- 
hed,  the  aft  does  not  extend.  My  lord,  the  fale  of  offices, 
in  general  not  excepted,  has  not  been  underftood  to  be 
immoral  under  ^//circumftances :  ithas  not  been  underftood 
to  be  unlawful ,  even  tho’  they  concerned  the  adminiftra- 
tion^of  juftice.  It  would  be  impoffible  to  argue  otherwife 
in  Weftminfter  hall.  Are  not  all  the  offices  of  the  rolls , 
&c.  fale  able )  and  are  fold?  And  it  is  no  argument,  that 
thofe  offices,  &c.  are  faleable  by  virtue  of  the  particular 
refervation  in  the  ftatute.  It  canft  be  fo---the  laving  is 
only  to  the  chief  juftices  and  judges  of  affize.  The  offices 
of  the  roih  concern  the  admimjlration  of  juftice , — the  of 

fees  in  the  court  of  exchequer ,  and  in  the  fix  clerks  office . 

y  '  •  •  J  u  t  r 
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-rthofe  offices  have  been  fold;-- -they  are  not  in  the  pro- 
v,fo.  If  there  is  any  idea  that  the  fale  of  offices  be  crimi¬ 
nal  at  common  law,  I  fhould  be  glad  to  fee  an  experiment 
tried,  not  upon  a  fale  of  office  in  Jamaica,  where  the  fta- 
tute  has  no  effeft,  but  tried  upon  a  fale  of  offices  in  the 
exchequer,  at  the  rolls,  in  the  fix  clerks  office,— whether 
they  are  lalcable,  and  the  fale  puni(hable--r^y  concern 
the  adminiftration  of  juflice,  they  fall  within  the  general 
words  of  the  aft  ;  but  not  within  the  provifo.  I  take  it, 
there  is  no  principle  of  common  law  will  extend  to  fay. 
That  the  buying  and  felling  of  offices  is  unlawful.  That 
it  may  be  made  lo  by  pofitive  law,  is  undoubted  ;  and  that 
this  liatute  has  made  it  fo  with  regard  to  particular  offices 
is  cei  tain and  it  is  certain  that  this  flatute,  grounded  upon 
particular  convenience  for  the  local  police  of  this  country, 
cannot  be  extended  to  offices  in  the  colonies.  And  the 
confequence  is  clear  with  refpeft  to  this  office.  My  lord, 
1  have  argued  that  an  aft  in  itfelf  punifhable,  mutt  be  fo 
by  common  or  flatute  Jaw ;  and  that  neither  of  them  ex¬ 
tend  to  this  cafe.  Cjive  me  leave  to  luppoie  the  polition 
to  be  true -that  it  is  punifhable  at  common  law  as  a  mif- 
demeanor  to  buy  or  fell  offices!  thequeftion  then  will  be. 
Is  the  folicitation  to  do  the  aft  punifhable?  to  folicit  a 
perfon  (the  aft  not  done,  and  the  public  not  affected  by 
' t)  *°  ihegal  aft,  I  take  it  to  be  by  no  means  in  all 

in  fiances  punifhable.  To  fo  licit  a  man  to  commit 
a  felony,  is  to  counfel  a  felony;  tho*  the  felony  is  not 
committed,  the  folicitation  is  a  mifdemeanori  but  will 
that  hold  in  this  cafe?  L  pon  what  ground  can  it  hold? 
we  can  eafily  fee  the  ground  with  refpeft  to  felony— the 
public  fecurity  is  fo  deeply  concerned  to  prevent  the  com- 
miffion  of  felonies,  that  it  is  neceffary  (in  order  to  put  all 
guards  and  checks  againfl  the  frailties  of  men  in  that  re¬ 
fpeft)  to  ufe  preventive  remedies.  In  other  cafes,  ('not 
felonies)  if  folicitation  attacks  a  man,  he  mud  refift.  I 
can  t  form  to  myfelf  the  idea  of  a  mifdemeanor,  the  foli¬ 
citation  to  which  ( the  aft  not  done )  will  conftitute  an 
offence.  I  have  looked  for  cafes,  and  1  find  but  one  cafe, 
where  folicitation  to  a  mifdemeanor  fubjefted  the  perfon  to 
punifhment.  I  he  cafe  was  the  folicitation  of  a  witnefs 
to  give  evidence,  no  aftual  perjury  committed.  How  far 
that  may  be  punifhable,  as  a  contempt  of  court,  by  tam¬ 
pering  with  a  witnefs,  is  another  queftion.  Whether  pu¬ 
mfhable  by  indiftmentor  information  ?-- -was  the  queftion 

upon 
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upon  this  cafe.  I  will  Rate  the  cafe,  (perfe£liy  convinced 
thegentlemen  will  not  ftate  it  fofully  as  I  fhall)  2d  Shower, 
f.  I.  1  he  king  and  Johnfon,  A  deed  was  produced  by 
lady  Ivy  againft  Dr.  YVhitchcot’s  lady  and  her  tenants; 
the  defendant  at  a  trial  denied  it  to  be  true;  the 
jury  found  a  verdicSt  for  the  plaintiff.  Johnfon  who  was  her 
attorney,  agreed  with  another  perfon  to  give  him  ^.350, 
to  prove  the  deed  was  forged  it  was  not  done;  but  he 
was  found  guilty.  Mr.  Pollexfen  moved  in  arreft  of  judg¬ 
ment,  that  he  was  found  guilty  of  no  crime;  that  to  bring 
a  witnefsto  prove  a  fa£t  which  was  true,  was  no  offence; 
it  might  be  tampering  with  a  witnefs;  but  it  was  not  an 
offence  indictable.  The  court  gave  their  opinion ;  and  Sir 
Bartholomew  i^hower,  then  a  praSfifer  of  eminence,  adds 
his  observations  upon  the  cafe.  Firft,  Mr.  juftice  Jones 
faid,  That  witneftes  ought  to  be  free,  and  not  affedfed 
with  money  ;  but  he  faid  this  was  no  fubornation  of  per¬ 
jury;  here  is  no  perjury  committed,  no  a £t  committed; 
for  fubornation  of  perjury  the  ftatute  gives  but  /.  40: 
then  after  (fating  that,---you  will  be  furprized  to  hear  how 
he  concludes, ---this  is  not  fo  great  a  crime  as  that,  there¬ 
fore  I  think  £.  40  fine  enough.  The  conclufion  dees 
not  agree  very  well  with  the  premifes;  his  argument  is 
ftrff,  That  it  was  no  offence ;  then  that  upon  a  greater 
offence  that  ffatute  gives  £.  40.  fine  ;  therefore  he  thinks 
^.40  fine  enough  foralefs.— Wyld--My  brother  Jones’s  opi¬ 
nion  fways  with  me  as  to  the  penalty  of  the  ftatute,  therefore 
I  think  £.  50  fine  enough,  to  which  Jones  confented, 
for  agreement  fake.— -Twifden— -I  muff  go  according  to 
what  tbejury  finds ;  therefore  I  am  for  500  marks,  furety 
for  good  behaviour,  and  (trike  him  off  the  roll.  Lord 
chief  juftice  Scroggs  faid  he  was  for  /.  500  ;  and 
before  this,  to  prevent  a  lefter  fum,  he  made  a  long 
i'peech  to  aggravate  the  crime,  and  then  concluded  * 
it  was  in  imitation  of  the  divine  law,  that  the  court 
•would  proceed*.  Sir  Bartholomew  Shower  makes  this  re¬ 
flection - Johnfon  died  foon  after,  much  lamented,  and 

without  reproach  :  every  one  thought  this  a  hard  cafe,  and 
this  crime  was  committed  in  order  to  detect  a  forgery  of 
lady  Ivy’s  ;  which  in  a  trial  at  the  king’s  bench  bar  twenty 
years  afterwards  was  proved.  And  note  alio,  that  that  cauie 
was  tried  in  the  king’s  bench  while  he  was  a  ferjeant. 

*  ftofe,  Johnfon  wa?^  c<>rney  in  profecy  ting  Scroggs  for  a  debts 
while  a  Itrjeant. 

Lord 


Lord  Mansfield. 

The  note,  you  have  given  an  account  of - is  very 

inaccurate  and  imperfeft,— it  was  a  great  while  after  the 

cauie. 

Mr.  We  dderburn. 

No,  my  lord,— Sir  Bartholomew  Shower’s  reports 
were  publijhcd  long  after;  but  your  lordfhip  knows  Sir 
Bartholomew  Shower  was  a  praclilmg  council  ot  great  e- 

ininence  in  that  time. 

Lord  Mansfield. 

Certainly, _ but  he  took  the  note  down  long  af¬ 

ter. 

M  r.  W  E  D  D  E  R  B  U  R  N . 

The  trial  of  the  forgery  was  not  long  after.  Lord 
chief  iuftice  Jefferies  tried  the  cafe  at  law.--—  I  he  civil 

a&ion  between  lady  Ivy  and  the  dean  and  chapter  of 

St.  Paul’s.  Upon  the  trial  of  that  cauie,  the  deed  was 
laid  hold  of,  and  the  trial  for  forgery  came  on. 

Lord  Mansfield. 

It  muff  have  been  two  or  three  years  afterwards.  .That 
was  publifhed  in  the  reign  of  William,  or  beginning  ot 
Anne.  There  is  in  Shower  the  famous  argument  upon 
granting  informations  on  the  third  of  king  *  ,aM 
(there  area  great  many  arguments  belides  in  Sl  ower  that 
occur  to  me)— that  celebrated  argument  of  1ns  own, 

which  he  never  made. 

Mr.  Juflice  A  s  to  N. 

Tho’  this  is  called  the  2d  Shower,  it  contains  calcs  an¬ 
terior  to  thofe  in  iff  Shower. 

~  Mr.  Wedderburn. 

They  are  very  improperly  titled.  1  have  11  'ted  the  ca  e 
to  your  lordfhip.  1  he  book  will  fpeak  for  itlclf.  [  1  nac 
cafe  (lands  folitary,  if  it  was  a  good  cale—thire  was  a 
contempt  of  court.]  If  felicitation  to  commit  a  felony 
(hall  be  punifhed  as  a  mifdemeanor  only,  it  does  not  ap¬ 
pear  to  me  neceilary  for  the  public  fecurity,  that  to  fo  ici 
a  crime,  which  is  of  itfolf  but  a  mifdemeanor,  fhoulu  be 

punifhed  as  a  mifdemeanor. - 1  will  venture  to  fay,  n  it 

was  punifhable,  the  fecurity  with  regard  to  the  public 
would  be  extremely  (lender.  Indeed  1  wnl  venture  to  lay, 
that  no  profecution  would  ever  be  let  on  loot,  except  in 
the  cafe  of  a  very  obnoxious  man.  i  he  cautious  did,  and 

ever  will,  in  all  cafes  efcape  ;  audit  will  be  a  quell  ion  al- 

’  wavs 
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r  I  ,  7  iiiciusur  aie  cauie.  jr 

uc  I  .1  rule  was  laid  down,  that  folicitation,  without  a nv 

t\  W'ng  Upon. U’  in  caffesof  amifdemeanor  was  to 
have  punhhment  follow  upon  it,  then  all  dangerous  feli- 

e  utjons  would  remain  unknown,— all  idle  ones  would  be 

the<"man°fi 111  °™at‘°n»  antl  they  would  be  more  againft 
the  man  than  the  cafe,  and  the  court  would  be  made  an 

mftrument  of  refentment,  not  a  court  of  juftice.  If  a  man 
advilcs  anuifance  in  the  highway,— to  dig  a  pit.  This  is  a 
mifdcmeanor,  and  he  is  punifhable  for  it.  How?  indidt 
him.— the  principal  is  but  indidtable.  If  one  advifes 
a  man  to  beat  fuch  a  one,  the  principal  may  be  indidled 
,or  a  battery;  but  is  the  man  that  faid,  I  think  you  had 
,lc.ltei  heat  fuch  a  one  to  beindnfted  forcounfeilinghim  toit? 

1  !f''c  n°  ,u^h  ldea  5  the  only  cafe  that  can  be  gone  upon, 
u.  1 11  be  the  idea,  that  fomething  like  this  has  prevailed  in 
the  cafe  of  bribery  at  eledtions.  I  take  it  no  fuch  cafecan 
be  produced  j — the :  only  cafe  I  have  feen  was  a  queflion 
before  the  court,  Whether  a  promife  was  the  fame  thing 
as  a  gut.  Whether  the  bribe  has  taken  the  corrupt  effedt 
or  not  ?---that  has  been  offered  to  your  Iordlhip  with  re¬ 
gard  to  bribery,  i  he  court  have  held  a  promife,  the  fame 
thing  as  a  gilt — and  whether  a  perfon  hath  voted  in  that 
interest  or  the  oppofite,  it  is  the  fame  thing.  The  confe¬ 
rences,  whether  the  bribe  was  beneficial  to  the  briber, 
the  court  does  not  regard  ;  but  I  think  a  very  clear  diftinc- 
tion  may  be  drawn  between  all  thefe  cafes  and  the  prefent. 
On  the  whole,  the  defendant  ought  not  to  be  profecuted 
by  an  information,  if  there  is  even  a  foundation  in  law; 
or  many  particular  circumftances  relative  to  the  parties- 
andthetranfaftion,  (in  itfell)  to  buy  and  fell  this  office  is  not 
an  offence  againft  the  5th  of  Edward  VI.  much  lefs  is 
it  an  offence  at  common  law:  if  it  was  fo  at  common  law, 
ltdl  it  is  going  very  far  indeed  in  a  country  of  confined  and 
pofitive  criminal  laws,  for  a  court  to  fay,  That  a  mere  fe¬ 
licitation  is  punifliable  as  a  culpable  intention,  and  Ihall 
be  drawn  into  matter  of  criminal  charge,  when  no  adt  has 
been  done  by  which  the  public  have  been  injured.  My 
lord,  upon  thefe  grounds  I  hope  you  will  be  of  opinion, 
the  rule  fhould  he  difeharged. 

Mr.  Juftice  Yates. 

I  only  mean,  if  there  fhould  be  any  diftindtion,  that 
you  may  have  an  opportunity  to  arifwer  it,  whether  the 

Cafes 


tales  you  have  mentioned  of  folicitation  are  from  others 

to  commit  a  crime. - If  it  was  an  offence  to  obtain  an 

office  by  bribery,  then  it  will  not  fall  under  the  idea  to  fo~ 
licit  and  tempt  another  to  commit  the  crime.  , 

Mr.  W  E  D  D  E  R  B  U  R  N. 

If  I  had  llated  that  fadl  to  be  fo,  I  fhould  then  have  con¬ 
tended  it  was  a  bad  intention.  It  was  an  attempt  to  com¬ 
mit  a  crime  not  perfected;  and  there  I  fhould  argue  that 
there  is  no  inftance,  that  an  attempt  to  commit  a  crime  is 
punifhable  as  the  crime. 

THE  affidavit  of  the  duke  of  Grafton ,  with  the  three 
paper  writings  A,  B,  C,  thereunto  annexed ,  the  affidavits  of 
Air.  Baldwin ,  Mr,  Reynell ,  Mr .  Pollock,  and  Mr .  Vaughan 
were  feverally  read . 

Mr.  Lee. 

1  AM  of  council  on  the  fame  fide  with  Mr.  Wedder- 
burn,  who  has  gone  fo  minutely  into  all  the  circumftances 
difclofed  by  Mr.  Vaughan’s  affidavit,  that  I  (hall  confine 
myfelf  to  the  queftion, —Whether  this  is  a  caufe,  which  in 
point  of  law  this  court  can  take  cognizance  of?  I  (lull  firft 
confider  Mr.  Vaughan’s  application  to  theduke  of  Grafton, 
as  to  a  perfon  who  had  a  power  of  difpofing  of  this  office. 
With  that  view  undoubtedly  Mr.  »  aughan  applied  to  the 
duke  of  Grafton;  he  fuppofed  that  he  had  a  legal  power 
of  bellowing  it :  the  queftion  therefore  is,— Whether  Mr. 
Vaughan’s  application  to  the  duke  of  Grafton  was  an  of¬ 
fence  by  the  common  or  ftatutelaw?  I  don’t  find  by  the  fearch 
I  have  made  into  this  matter,  that  this  proportion  is  avert¬ 
ed  by  any  writer  of  authority — that  the  (ale  of  an  office 
is  malum  in  fc ,  or  a  crime  at  common  law.  1  he  cafe  re¬ 
ported  by  Nov  is  certainly  a  miftake  of  the  reporter,  copi¬ 
ed  from  Moore’s  account  of  the  fame  calc,  which  affigns 
a  reafon  for  the  judgment  that  is  falfe  and  impoflible. 
The  words  of  the  book  are  thefe  ;  tc  Note,  that  the  ftatute 

of  the  4th  Harry  IV.  gives  a  certain  and  pecuniary 
“  penalty.”  In  looking  into  the  a£t  of  parliament,  it  ap¬ 
pears  there  is  no  certain  or  pecuniary  penalty  at  all;  the 
whole  is  a  miftake  ;  and  the  law  containing  a  general  pro¬ 
hibition,  only  gives  the  remedy  by  induftment.  I  his  re¬ 
port  being  to  be  laid  out  of  the  cafe  on  account  of  the  inac¬ 
curacy  of  the  reporter,  I  have  not  been  able  to  ftnd  this 

K  pofition 
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po  fit  ion  in  any  one  author, — That  the  fale  of  offices  is  m 

©ftence  at  common  law. - Hawkins,  obferving  upon  the 

ffatute  of  Edward  VI.  endeavours  indeed  to  fortify  the 
provifions  of  that  ftatute  by  many  arguments,  drawn  front 
reafon  and  public  convenience;  but  he  has  no  where  inti¬ 
mated  an  opinion,  that  it  is  an  olFence  at  common  law. 

1  he  ffatute  of  Edward  VI.  declares,  That  no  man 
fhall  bargain  for,  or  fell,  &£,  any  office,  or  deputation  of 
office,  concerning  the  adminiftration  of  juftice,  or  any 
clerkfhip  in  a  court  of  record  ;  (which  is  perhaps  more  to 
the  prefent  inftancej  yet  the  ftatute  does  not  make  it 

criminal - the  party  buying  is  incapable  of  holding  that 

particular  office,  and  the  party  felling  fhall  lofe  his  nomi¬ 
nation  for  that  time  only.  Befides,  there  is  a  provifion  in 
this  adt,  that  it  fit  all  not  extend  to  any  contracts  or  fecu- 
r  i ties  made  for  any  of  the  offices  enumerated,  provided  they 
are  entered  into  before  thefirftof  March  next  coming;  fo 
that  your  lordfhip  fees  this  ftatute,  which  is  fuppofed  to 
inflict  a  proper  punifhment  upon  a  malum  in  fe>  is  a  direct 
recognition  of  fuch  bargains  for  a  future  limited  time. 
The  ftatute  fays,  They  fhall  have  the  fame  ftrength,  force 

and  effect,  as  if  the  a 61  had  never  been  made - thefe  are 

the  words  of  the  provifion.  The  next  provifo  in  that  adt 
declares,  It  fhall  not  be  hurtful  or  prejudicial  to  any  power 
in  the  two  chief  juftices  or  judges  of  affize;  but  they  are 
indulged  in  the  liberty,  they  have  always  exercifed,  of  fel¬ 
ling  offices  like  the  prefent.  Now,  my  lord,  is  this  the 
language  of  an  adt  cf  parliament,  meaning  to  prefcribe  un¬ 
der  fevere  penalties  an  offence  at  common  law  ?  -Is  it  to  be  ' 
conceived,  that  ff  this  was  criminal  in  itfelf,  the  fupreme 
offices  of  juftice  [the  purity  cf  whofe  char  a  tiers ,  the  legi¬ 
slature  is ,  and  ought  to  he  careful  to  preserve)  would  be 
'fuFered  at  all  times  to  commit  this  clearly  illegal  and  cri¬ 
minal  adtion?  the  fuppofition  is  impoffible.  But  I  appre¬ 
hend,  this  conftrudtion  of  the  act  of  parliament  is  much 
ilrengthened  by  the  ca  e  of  Blanchard  and  Goldy  in  2d 
Salkeld ;  which  was  an  adtion  upon  a  bond  given  for  the 
office  of  provoft  marfhal  in  the  ifland  of  Jamaica.  The 
point  determined  by  the  court,  is  only  that  Jamaica  being 
a  conquered  country,  and  the  lav/  not  having  been  given 
by  the  king  to  Jamaica,  the  ftatute  of  Edward  VI. 
did  not  reach  thither.  But  your  lordfhip  fees,  if  this  was 
x  crime  in  itfelf,  the  bond  being  given  for  an  illicit  confi- 

deration,. 
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deration,  there  never  could  have  been  judgment  for  the 
plaintiff  upon  that  bond.  If  it  was  a  corrupt  and  vicious 
agreement,  whether  the  a 61  of  parliament  extends  to  Ja¬ 
maica  or  not,  the  bond  muft  be  void.  I  conceive  there¬ 
fore,  that  when  the  court  fuffered  the  plaintiff  to  recover, 
they  not  only  in  exprefs  words  held,  that  the  ftatute  did 
not  extend  to  Jamaica;  but  they  virtually  affirmed  the  le¬ 
gality  of  the  confideration.  Thefe  are  the  obfervations 
that  occur  to  me  upon  the  firfl  head  of  argument,  fup- 
pnfmg  Mr.  Vaughan  to  have  applied  to  the  duke  ot  Graf¬ 
ton,  &as  a  perfon  having  authority  to  give  him  this  office. 
But  it  appears  from  the  affidavits  before  you,  that  the  duke 
of  Grafton  had  no  fuch  power.  The  office  is  not  in  his 
Gift;  it  is  in  the  king’s  gift,  and  not  the  duke  of  Grafton’s: 
ft  is  fo  dated  in  the  affidavits,  upon  which  the  rule  is  found¬ 
ed. --This  court,  tho’  it  has  been  called  the  cujtos  morum 
of  the  king’s  fubjeft,  exercifes  its  criminal  jurifdiaion, 
not  pro  falute  aninuz  upon  principles  of  cafuidry;  but  for 
the  prefervation  of  the  public  good,  and  that  the  commu¬ 
nity  receive  no  damage. - Merely  to  amend  the  moials  of 

men  is  the  province  of  another  jurikhdtion.  I  will  not 
fay,  that  an  ineffectual  attempt  to  excite  another  to  com¬ 
mit  a  mifdemeanor  is  always  innocent.  I  take  the  law  to 
be  otherwife  in  attempts  to  pervert  the  immediate  admt- 
niftration  of  juftice.  An  endeavour  to  perfuade  a  man  to 
fwear  falfly,  is  an  offence  in  this  court:  Hawkins  fays  it 
certainly  is  fo ;  and,  in  a  cafe  in  Comherbatch,  reports, 
lord  Holt  expreffes  himfelf  thus,---“  Subornation  of  perjury 
<«  cannot  be  but  where  the  perjury  is  actually  committed  $ 
tc  but  i  have  known  a  man  ftand  in  the  pillory,  for  en- 
<<  deavouring  to  fuborn  ;  for  it  is  a  great  off  ence,  and  pu- 
<c  nifhable  by  fine  and  corporal  pumfhment.  ?  A  fruit - 
lefs  offer  of  a  bribe  to  a  judge,  lord  Coke  fays,  is  puni  1- 
able;  but  it  is  obfervable,  that  he  confines  his  idea  of  bri¬ 
bery  entirely  to  perfons  in  offices  judicial.  It  is  part  of 
his  definition,  That  bribery  is  only  where  a  perfon,  hav¬ 
ing  a  judicial  place,  fhall  take  a  bribe;  whereas  extortion 
may  be  by  a  perfon  in  a  miniiterial  office.  1  he  only  ca¬ 
fes  I  recollect  of  criminal  felicitations  to  commit  mifde- 
meanors,  are  fuch  as  immediately  and  directly  aftedl  the 
adminift ration  of  juftice.  I  have  before  mentioned,  that 
I  do  not  conceive  an  attempt  to  procure  an  office,  is  inc  ic  - 

able  as  a  mifdemeanor  at  common  law:— -but,  my  lord, 

K  2  fuppofing 


[  68  ] 

thaf  offend  "c^’  yCt  there  muft  be  3,1  ability  to  commit 

‘  pon  which’I0  2-  t0r^fe  tha/  dari=cr  to  the  common™! 
pofe  mvlorrlh^ e  jurifdidtion  of  this  court  attaches.  Sup- 

frechoMer  cA  “/T  WaS  “  S!Ve  or  offer  a  perfon,  not  a 
ftouW  rA  ’  5  \  V°te  f°r  3  kn‘g,lt  of  the  {hire, 1 

Stes  tahaTh^  T  '’0t  be  punifllable-  The  fta- 
fartheS  !  7  W‘  '  "0t  reach  ic>  and  W'MY  extend  no 

bccaufe  fmm  f Perf°ns having  or  claiming  a  right  to  vote; 

fubor  nr  n  Y’  c an  be  Winded.  In 

iive  ev  dl  PerJa?’  ‘  ?erfon  was  ^crn  a  wife  to 
g-  evidence  agamft  her  hufband,  when,  bylaw,  fhecan- 

not  be  evidence  agamft  her  hufband,  I  fhould  prefume  up- 
demSnPornhP  "  °f  common  law  this  would  n«£  be  a  mif- 

Iexneato  hZT  in  Pcint  °f  confcience. 

cafe  of  fCmi  !hp,.gent'emei?  0,1  the  other  fide  quote  the 
mind  f'  If  Th  T'P7n’  (rep0rt£d  inthe  2d  !ord  Ra>’- 
perlon  at  i  rverton;  for  that  he,  intending  to  fubvert  the 

tolt7for  CVD0an;admav!!rCi£,b,emPt2"d  CXCitC  A’  B* 

this  IS  a  promife  accepted  ;  the  Jaw  knows  no  promife 
1. 1  Acceptance.-- And  this  was  upon  a  motion  after  ver! 

Lord  Mansfield. 

ter  verdift  makes  no  difference  in  a  criminal 


thing. 

A'f  r .  L  e  e 

I  fhould  think  it  muft  be  underftood  a  promife  accented  • 
dt  in  this  cafe  one  of  the  exceptions  taken  is.  That  it  was 
fnfficently  alledged  that  the  party  had  a  right  to  vom 
Fhe  court  gave  judgment  upon  the  point,  that  it  wai 
fufficently  alledged.  My  lord,  I  take  this  to  be  an  autho! 
nty  for  the  neceftity  of  that  circumftance ;  and  that  in 
order  to  make  the  offence  bribery,  there  m^ft  be  not  only 
an  etd  intention  on  the  one  fide,  but  an  ability  to  commit 

lwd°  Cok6  °n  h  °the|r'  Inrthe  Very  P°int  ^  bribery,  my 
lord  Coke,  who  in  that  chapter  is  extremely  accu  ate7 

feems  to  point  to  that  dift, notion.  He  fays,  fin  the  gd 

“  IPtThre  ordinary5  having  power  by 
(c  tue  : f  arry  to  Srant  adminiftrations  to 

„  ward  £  °f  neXt  °  k",10f  the  inteflate>  takes  any  re- 
d  for  preferring  one  before  another,  it  is  bribery.’* 

4  Now 


Now  if  that  was  not  efTential  to  the  offence,  lord  Coke 
would  hardly  have  been  at  the  expence  of  two  lines  about 
it,  merely  for  the  fake  of  conveying  an  idea  that  was  no- 
*  thing  to  the  purpofe.  He  does  not  fay,  If  the  ordinary 
prefers  one  perfon  before  another,  it  is  bribery— No — 
but,  If  he,  having  power  by  the  datute  to  grant  admini- 
dration  to  either,  at  his  eledfcion  prefers  one  for  money, 
that  is  bribery;  becaufe  from  this  power  arifes  the  danger 
to  the  public.  Upon  the  whole,  I  fubmit  it  to  your  brd- 
fhip,  that  the  quedion  is  not,-— Whether  Mr.  Vaughan 
has  done  a  thing  like  or  unlike  a  gentleman  ?  but  whether 
there  is  a  legal  foundation  for  an  information  againd  him? 
and  whether  the  circumdances  of  the  cafe  be  fuch  as  make 
this  extraordinary  interpolition  of  the  court  proper  ?  I  con¬ 
ceive  it  comes  before  the  court  under  circumdances  very 
peculiar.  I  will  fuppofe  Mr.  Vaughan,  before  he  had 
made  the  offer  to  the  duke  of  Grafton,  had  argued  with 
himfelf,  whether  this  was  a  thing  he  could  innocently  do. 
If  he  looked  into  the  laws  of  his  country,  which  every 
perfon,  lawyer  or  not,  is  fuppofed  to  do,  he  finds  not  a 
ly liable  againft  it  ;  he  finds  an  adt  of  parliament  calculated 
to  reftrain  the  pradtice  of  bargaining  tor  offices ;  but  he 
finds  in  the  bell  books  of  law,  that  this  adt  of  parliament 
does  not  extend  to  his  cafe.  Hawkins  fays,  (in  title  bri¬ 
bery)  after  reciting  the  adt  of  Edward  V I.  very  fully, 
««  Under  this  datute  four  points  have  been  refolved,  the 
laft  of  which  is,  That  it  extends  not  to  offices  in  the 
“  plantations.”  This  is  exprefly  dated  to  have  been  de¬ 
cided  upon  the  datute.  If  he  finds  no  datutc  prohibiting 
his  condudt,  nor  any  judgment  of  a  court,  it  is  very  na¬ 
tural  for  him  to  conclude  that  his  adlion  is  not  penal. 

I  will  not  undertake  to  fay  that  Mr.  Vaughan  s  behaviour 
is  not  cenfurable  ;  but  there  is  a  great  difference  between 
a  thing  morally  wrong,  and  an  act  fubjedting  the  doer  ot  it 
to  the  criminal  jurifdidtion  of  this  court.  I  he  reprefenta- 
tion  which  has  been  made  to  the  public  of  Mr.  V  aughan  s 
condudt,  looks  very  fufpicious  and  difingenuous.  1  he 
duke  of  Grafton  having  the  foie  pollefiion  of  all  thefe  pa¬ 
pers,  Mr.  Vaughan  fwearing  that  he  never  would  (peak  of 
it,  and  fwearing  now  before  your  lordlhip  that  he  never 
did — furely  thefe  are  groundsYuflicient  to  induce  a  fufpi- 
cion,  that  Mr.  Vaughan  has  not  been  treated  with  much 
paivdour  by  his  profecutor.— Suggedions  have  gone  out  in- 
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to  the  world  very  falfe,  and  reprefenting  Mr.  Vaughan’s 
conduit  m  a  light  a  Treat  deal  more  blameable  than  it  was. 
—--It  was  undoubtedly  a  very  improper  thing,  if  the  duke 
of  Grafton,  meditating  any  application  to  this  court,  had 

any  knowledge  or  connexion  whatever  with  it. _ 

?  hope,  my  lord,  not  only  upon  the  general  principles  of 
law, but  upon  the particularcircumftancesattending  thecafe, 
that  you  1  lorufhip  will  be  of  opinion  there  is  no  ground  for  this 
infoi  ination,  and  that  the  rule  be  accordingly  discharged. 


Mr.  Solicitor  General. 
it  pleafe  your  lordfhip,  I  am  of  counfel  in  fup- 
port  of  the  rule.  t  will  truly  ffate  to  your  lordfhip,  that 
1  did  not  expeef  fo  much  induftry  and  learning  was  to  be 
employed  in  the  diffusion  of  this  queftion,  at  this  ffage  of 
the  bufinefs.  1  I  he  tranfaftion  imputed  to  Mr.  Vaughan 
being  a  tranfa&ion  well  known,  I  hope  1  (ball  be  excufed 
tor  not  following  the  gentlemen  in  the  very  wide  field  they 
have  taken: — 1  think  it  not  neceflary,  in  order  for  obtain¬ 
ing  the  end  fur  which  I  rife  up,  viz.  that  the  prefent  rule 

may  be  made  abfolute. - Mr.  Wedderburn  fets  out  in  op- 

poking  the  rule  by  confidering,  whether  it  is  an  offence  ei¬ 
ther  by  common  or  ftatute  law,  or  any  law  to  attempt  to 
corrupt  the  noble  profeculor  for  the  difpofition  of  an  office 
of  truft  in^the  colonies,  concerning  the  adminiftration  of 
juftice.  For  the  purpofe  of  introducing  that  conhderation, 
he  begins,  with  obferving  that  the  profecutor  ffands  before 
the  court  under  feveral  circumftances  of  deferiptiori.  That 
he  begins  by  deferibing  circumftances  of  lenity.  He  fays, 
to  make  fuch  a  proportion  as  this  to  the  firft  man  one 
meets  in  the  ftreet,  would  argue  Mr.  Vaughan  a  fool,— 
draw  great  ridicule  upon  him,  and  would  deferve  no  con¬ 
fide  rat  ion  ;  becaufe  of  courfe  that  man  would  regard  him 
as  a  madman,  and  pay  no  attention  to  it.  He  fays  the  noble 
duke’s  being  a  peer,  will  not  regard  but  that  it  is  perfectly 
innocent  to  make  this  propofal  to  him.  I  own  it  not  ne~ 
ceffary  to  enter  into  either  of  thefe  queftions;  but  I  muff 
.be  excufed  in  faying  I  differ  a  little  from  the  opinion  the 
learned  gentleman  entertains,  when  he  confiders  two  other 
characters  the  noble  duke  ffands  under.  In  the  firft  place, 
he  is  a  privy  counfell'or, — are  they  undiftinguifhed  from  peo¬ 
ple  in  the  fireets?  can  they  do  as  little  mifehief,  as  little 
good:  Thercmay  be  fuch  privy  counfellorsfor  what  I  know, 

-—that 
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_ that  propontion  I  don’t  enter  into:  this  I  know,  (I 

have  entertained  a  very  coniiderable  miftake  at  lead  if  it  is 
not  fo)  that  it  is  the  duty  of  privy  counfellors,  whenever 
they  fhall  be  called  upon,  to  give  advice  (whenever  they 
{hall  prefume  at  lead  to  give  it,  if  not  called  upon)— honed 
and  difinterefted  advice.  XI  hope  I  prefume  not  too  much, 
that  when  a  privy  counfellor  gives  advice  under  the  corrupt 
motive  and  influence  of  a  bribe,  that  he  would  not  do  right 
if  he  gave  it  under  that  motive.  I  hen  he  proceeds  to 
con  fid  er,  how  far  his  being  fird  lord  of  the  treafury  goes. 
He  fays  the  fird  lord  is  no  better  than  another  lord,  and 
the  lord  no  more  than  another  man  ;  that  there  is  no 
power  to  the  lord  of  the  trealury ; —  no  more  power  to  the 
firfl  than  others,  therefore  no  power  belongeth  to  a  lord 

of  the  trealury. - 1  fhould  conceive,  if  there  is  tins  lort 

of  didin&ion  in  the  privy  counfellors,  between  thofe  who 
can  do  neither  good  nor  harm,  and  thole  who  can  do  both, 
the  character  points  upon  that  ddlindion,  and  tnat  a 
privy  counfellor  who  happens  to  be  in  ft  lord  of  tne  trc..fu-» 
ry  is  not  among  thofe  who  can  do  neither  good  nor  harm. 

I  truff  therefore  in  what  remains,  the  court  will  not  think 
ir  quite  fo  proper,  as  the  learned  gentleman  wifhes  it,  and 
the  interejl  of  the  argument  requires,  that  thole  two  charac¬ 
ters  of  the  profecutor  fhall  be  laid  out  cf  the  calc  in  the 
queflion  under  conflderation.  Mr.  Wedderburn  him.eif 
feemed  to  silent,  to^ive  occafion  indeed  to  that  mca  o»  dil- 
tindion,  when  he  laid,  the  htuation  of  the  noble  proie- 
cutor  may  in  truth,  and  perhaps  is  pretty  well  under  ireod  ; 
that  it  is  not  fpccifically  entered  in  the  affidavit;  that  it  ib 
not  lo  brought  before  the  court,  as  to  caute  ti  c  court  to 
take  notice  of  it.  1  he  gentleman  midakes  perhaps  a  little 
the  nature  of  the  bufinefs  where  it  is  material  that  all  thcle 
fa£fs,  which  he  takes  notice  of  here,  fhould  be  (fated  with 
precifion.  In  this  ftage  of  the  bufinefs  it  is  fuppofed  this 
court  will  not  turn  their  eyes  to  that,  which  rcqui<c.  no 
proof  any  where  elfe,  or  to  any  other  point;  or  expect 
that  to  be  dated,  that  every  body  knows.  He  and  others 
have  enquired  with  equal  indudry  and  without  luccc.s,  (or 
precedents  of  this  fort:  he  finds  none;  andprefumes  there¬ 
fore  that  none  fuch  are  to  be  foui  d.  VV  hedier  from 
thence  he  means  to  infer  th,;t  the  cafe  is  the  fird  im- 
preffion,  as  well  as  the  complaint,  which  mud  then  be  the 

hrft  complaint  5  or  whether  he  means,  that  lormer  perfons 

have 
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have  received  this  fort  of  application  with  different  inten¬ 
tions  and  countenances— if  it  be  To,  to  their  dishonour  be 
it.  If  tins  be  the  firfi  application  of  the  kind,  it  is  to  lie 
hoped  it  will  be  the  lalt.  Mr.  WMderburn  Teemed  to 
mean,  that  had  it  often  been  indulged,  it  would  require 
the  whole  time  of  the  court  to  difeufs  the  queftions  arifing 
upon  them.  Are  thefc  applications  fo  frequent  then  ?  if 
they  are,  with  deference  to  the  better  judgment  of  the 
court,  in  my  apprehenfion  the  time  of  the  court  could  not 
be  better  employed  than  in  difeuffing  thofe  queflions,  which 
tend  in  their  confequences  to  put  an  end  to  a  pra&ice, 
which,  if  permitted  to  pafs  with  impunity,  Taps  the  vitals 
of  the  very  foundation  upon  which  the  public  wreal  is  fe- 
c  11  red.  How  any  advantage  to  their  argument  can  be 
drawn  fiom  the  luppofition,  that  the  crime  is  fo  frequent 
that  the  court  has  not  leifure  to  corre&  it,  becaufe  it  would 
employ  more  time  than  the  court  have  to  employ  upon  it, 
I  fhall  not  pretend  to  fay.  It  would,  I  think,  be  very 
fufficient  lor  the  time  to  be  enlarged  elfewhere,  if  this 
court  had  not  time  to  difeufs  fuch  queflions.  Mr.  Wed- 
derburn  fuppofes,  it  is  not  fit  for  collateral  reafons,  that  this 

profecution  come  before  the  court. - Mr.  Vaughan  is  a 

confiderable  and  refpe&able  merchant— -but  if  he  had  been 
nothing  elfe,  the  court  would  never  have  heard  of  this  ap¬ 
plication.  Perhaps  1  don’t  underftand  this  propofition  as 
tne  gentleman  meant  it;  but  it  is  certain,  if  Mr,  Vaughan 
had  confined  himfelf  to  his  own  concerns,  and  had  held 
no  other  conventicles  but  that  of  a  merchant,  he  could  not 
have  been  brought  here  in  the  charader  of  a  delinquent. 
It  is  in  the  Tingle  character  of  having,  or  being  fuppofed 
to  have  committed  a  very  ferious  offence,  that  he  is  cal¬ 
led  here  to  aniwer  that  offence;  and,  if  he  can  defend  him¬ 
felf  to  the  fatisfachon  of  the  court,  I  fhall  not  then  go  out 
of  my  way  for  the  purpo  e  of  enquiring  wrhat  other  con¬ 
venticles  he  has  held  elfewhere.  Mr.  Wedderburn  pro¬ 
ceeds  here  to  ftate,  what  I  fuppofe  was  proved  afterwards 
by  a  very  long  affidavit-— the  nature  of  this  fort  of  office. 

I  did  not  from  hearing  this  affidavit  read,  or  attending  to 
the  ft  ate  of  it,  obferve,  that  there  was  much  in  it  relative 
to  this  queftion,  but  that  the  office  had  once  been  fold  un¬ 
der  a  decree  of  the  court  of  Chancery. 


Lord 
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Lord  Mansfield. 

There  is  no  decree  produced. 

Mr.  Wedderburn. 

There  is  fuch  a  decree  f. 

Mr.  Solicitor  General. 

Whether  there  is,  or  is  not,  or  whether  it  was  under¬ 
flood  what  it  was  fuppofed  to  be,  or  upon  what  that  de¬ 
cree  proceeded,  is  improper  to  enquire.  If  you  are  of 
opinion,  that  it  was  upon  a  full  and  aclual  {late  of  the 
nature  of  the  office,  and  if  it  was  fold  under  that  decree, — it 
would  be  little  to  the  purpofe.  There  are  various  offices  that 
are  permitted,  for  what  I  know,  directed  to  be  fold  ;  but 
what  does  that  apply  to  this  queilion?  which  is  not  whe¬ 
ther  Mr.  Vaughan,  holding  a  grant  for  certain  years  (an 
interefl  is  not  the  queflion) — whether  he  fhould  iell  that, 
but  whether  he  fhould  obtain  that  interefl  by  a  corrupt 
bribe,  offered  to  a  firfl  miniiler  ?  But  what  has  that  to 
do  with  this  fort  of  queflion?  Commiffions  in  the  army, 
every  body  knows,  are  fold  by  the  pofieiiors  of  them  . 
the  Gazette  takes  notice  of  thofe  who  purchafe,  for 
the  fake  of  {hewing  who  may  fell.  Will  any  inference  be 
drawn  from  thence,  to  {hew  the  propriety  of  any  fervants 
of  the  crown,  recommending  a  perfon  to  an  office,  unoer 
the  corrupt  influence  of  a  bribe  ?  He  who  comes  in  under 
purchafe,  is  permitted  in  fome  circumflances,  to  fell,  in 
others  not.  I  he  court  need  not  now  be  troubled  with 
the  diflin£lion  where,  and  where  not.  Would  the  com¬ 
mander  of  the  army,  the  fecretary  at  war,  or  a  perfon  to 
whom  this  appointment  belongs,  would  he  fubject  himfelf 
to  an  information,  from  having  proflituted  that  office,  by 
this  fort  of  motive,— -by  an  example  of  this  kind,  proving, 
that  an  officer,  holding  the  office,  is  permitted  to  take  a 
fum  of  money  to  change  the  poffeffion.  It  is  the  duty, — - 
and  from  thence  alone,  the  mifehief  of  that  practice  is 
prevented  ;-*-it  is  the  duty  of  thofe,  who  fuperiede  that 
bufinefs,  to  fee  that  nothing  improper  is  pra&ifed.  If  an 
officer  goes  out  of  the  army,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  officers 
prefiding,  to  fee  that  a  proper  perfon  fills  his  p  ace,  and 
what  private  bargains  they  make  among  themfelve?,  that 

+  When  the  decree  of  the  court  of  chancery  for  the  file  of  the 
office  was  mentioned  and  doubted,  upon  Mr.  Vaughan’,  quelh- 
oning  Mr.  Sharp,  he,  with  great  candour  confellal,  that  to 
knowledge,  there  was  fuch  a  decree. 


is 
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is  nothing,— -but  when  a  perfon  is  polluted  by  an  appli¬ 
cation,  like  that  before  the  court,  the  public  would  be  ru¬ 
ined  by  the  tranfa'dlion.  I  hen  the  perfon  that  bids  high- 
eft,  not  the  man  who  lias  the  inoft  merit,  would  be  pre¬ 
ferred  to  the  office;  therefore,  my  lord,  the  circum- 
ftance  of  the  office  having  been  fold,  as  that  affidavit 
ftates,  has  nothing  to  do  with  this  queflion.  Then  it  is 
iaid,  it  is  only  mifehievous  to  the  public,  when  an  im¬ 
proper  man  is  brought  in,  but  not  when  a  proper  man-- 
Mr.  Vaughan  is  that  proper  man,  he  thinks  he  has  made 
out  the  propriety,  by  (hewing,  that  he  has i>o,oool.  to  fue 
out  in  that  court  of  juftice,  and  he  is  the  proper  perfon, 
therefore,  to  prefide  in  that  court.  A  great  many  inge¬ 
nious  arguments  have  been  thrown  out.  I  fhould  think, 
in  the  reprefentation  Mr.  Vaughan  makes  of  his  cafe,  point¬ 
ing  himfelf  out  as  the  mod  fit  man,  thns  additional  intereft, 
might,  perhaps,  have  been  (pared  f.  Mr.  Vaughan, 

however, 

t  The  candour  and  propriety  of  this  obfervation  will 
heft  appear  by  confidering  the  nature  of  the  clerk  of  the 
court's  duty.  It  is  his  bufinefs,  when  the  attornies  have 
filed  the  declarations  in  their  refpe&ive  caufes,  to  fign  and  feal 
the  procefs  confequent  upon  them,--  and  to  record  the  judge¬ 
ments  of  the  court.  In  the  firft  of  thefe  duties,  the  clerk  of 
the  court  cannot  poffibly  favour  himfelf,  becaufe,  the  procefs 
ifiuing  when  figned,  are  carried  from  his  office  by  the  different 
attornies  in  their  feveral  caufes,  and  by  them  lodged  in  the  pro- 
voft  marfhal’s  office,  and  they  are  returnable  into  that  office 
every  three  months  ;  for  thofe  writs  that  are  returned  nulla  bo?ia , 
(or  unfatisfied)  the  attornies  apply  to  the  clerk  of  the  court 
for  frefhwritsj  therefore,  the  provoft  marfhal,  only,  has  it  in 
his  power,  to  be  guilty  of  any  unjuft  partiality,  with  refpedt  to 
priority  or  preference. -—As  to  recording  of  judgements,  which 
is  the  iecond  branch,  it  will  appear,  that  he  cannot  there 
confult  his  own  intereft,  without,  at  the  fame  time,  being 
juft  to  all.  The  method  of  proceeding  in  this  cafe  is,  and 
always  has  been,  as  follows  -The  clerk  of  the  court  calls  over 
the  atftions  depending  in  court  alphabetically,  according  to  the 
initial  letters  of  the  plaintiffs  names;  and  in  the  fame  order  in 
which  they  are  obtained,  they  fhould  be  (and  when  they 
have  been  recorded  at  all,  are)  recorded  in  his  office  ;  for  fhould 
an”  partiality  be  (hewn  in  this  refpedl,  any  one  aggrieved  might, 
.and  naturally  would,  inftantly  complain  to  the  court, 
again  ft  the  clerk  of  the  court,  and  the  court  would  imme¬ 
diately  punifli  fo  flagrant  a  breach  of  juftice,  or  apply  to  the 
governor  for  the  fufpenfion  of  the  delinquent.  It  may  be  fup- 
po fed,  that  the  long  negledt  of  recording  judgements,  may  be 
Scribed  !o  the  clerk  of  the  courfs  having  no  perfonai  intereft  in, 

or 
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however,  reprefentsffiimfelf,  as  having  the  merit  ofcorre£i- 
ing  fome  ahufes  in  this  office.  I  don’t  wry  well  under- 
ftand  what  Mr.  Vaughan  had  to  do  with  it,  nor  lhall  I 
enter  into  it.  But,  upon  the  fcore  of  this  merit,  he  thought 
himfelf  in ti tied  to  folicit  the  duke  of  Grafton  and  Mr. 
Conwav,  the  then  fecretaries  of  date,  for  a  further  intereft 

in  this  office  *. - The  duke  referred  him  -  to  thofe  to 

whom  it  belonged,  not  doubting,  but  that  what  he  afked, 
would  be  granted,  if  it  was  proper. 

Lord  Mansfield. 

He  had  been  informed,  that  he  had  applied  before. 

Mr.  Solicitor  General. 

•  Yes; — Then  Mr.  Vaughan  was  fo  wife  as  to  furnifh 
us  with  an  evidence  we  had  not.  —  Mr.  Vaughan  was 
apprized  this  was  not  the  bufinefs  of  the  noble  duke’s  de¬ 
partment;  and  if  an  application  was  proper,  he  was  to 
take  the  ufual  courfe  of  application. — Mr.  Lee,  i  think, 
obferved,  that  Mr.  Vaughan  made  the  application  under 
the  idea,  that  the  duke  of  Grafton  had  the  difpofal  of 
the  office,  though  he  had  been  informed  otherwife  three 
years  before  J.  It  was  impoffible  to  fuppofe  he  had.  In 
juftice  to  the  noble  duke,  his  diredlion  was,  that  all  the 
information  that  could  be  procured  in  England  upon 
thefe  queftions,  fhould  be  collected  and  laid  before  the 
court,  that  any  ufe  might  be  made  of  them  for  or  againft 
the  argument ; — and,  I  am  lure,  the  noble  duke  would 
be  much  better  pleafed,  that  the  rule  fhould  be  difeharged 
upon  the  truth  of  thofe  informations,  than  eftablifhed 
upon  them,  if  they  are  not  true. 

or  regard  for  the  fecurity  of  property,  and,  that  as  all  the  fiitors 
were  equal  fufferers,  fo  all  fubmitted  to  the  consequential  evil. 
Upon  the  fame  principle  it  naturally  follows,  that  the  perfon 
who  bns  large  fumsout,  would  be  often  obliged  to  iue  many  that 
were  indebted  to  him,  and  therefore,  as  it  was  his  intet  eft ,  that  his 
own  judgements  fhould  berecorded,  it  will  follow  as  i  confequem  e, 
that  he  mud  record  (each  court)  all  others  alphabetically  in  the 
order  obtai  n  ed.— R  very  candid  perfon  will  hence  tee  the  1 f  a  Ion  and 
great  propriety  of  Mr.  Vaughan’s  plea,  bis  property  in  tbt  ijiand. 

*  To  whofe  province  it  then  belonged,  as  appears  by  Mr. 
Pollock’s  affidavit. 

I  Mr.  Vaughan  was  informed  the  very  reverfe.  If  at  his  appli¬ 
cation  in  1766,  the  duke  referred  him  to  thofe  to  whom  it  pro¬ 
perly  belonged,  (as  Mr.  folicitor  but  juft  before  obferved)  he 
could  have  no  other  idea,  than  that  the  duke  had  the  difpofal  of 
the  office.  I11  his  own  letter  p.  ai,  the  duke  exprefsly  declares, 
that  the  affair  properly  belonged  to  the  marquis  of  Rockingham, 
as  then  ftrft  commiffiener  of  the  trealury. 
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By  tbefe  affidavits,  your  lordfhip  fees,  it  was  not  in 
the  duke  s  diipoial ;  therefore,  any  arguments  that  can 
be  drawn  from  that  proportion  in  the  duke’s  favour,  he 
is  perfe&ly  entitled  to.  Thus  things  relied,  Mr.  Wed- 
derhurn  fays,  tor  three  years ;  then  feme  circumflances 
took  place,  that  occafioned  this  motive.  Thecircum- 
fiances,  I  underfland,  arc,  there  was  a  treaty  with  the 
prefent  pofleflors  of  the  office,  between  Mr.  Vaughan 
and  feme  other  perfons,  on  the  one  part,  and  Mr.  How¬ 
ell,  whom  I  never  heard  of  before,  on  the  ether ;  and 
that  thole  perfons,  in  the  courfe  of  thofe  treaties,  tried 
to  circumvent  one  another;— but  this  man  had  mofl  in- 
tereft,  the  other  moll  money.— -What  has  all  this  to  do 
with  this^  huh  riels  ?  If  any  perfen  connedled  with  the 
Duke  of  Grafton,  or  any  agent  of  his,  had  made  out  this, 
it  would  have  been  of  tome  ufe,  for  the  court  will  ne¬ 


ver  grant  an  information  to  a  man,  who  comes  before  the 
court  with  unclean  hands: — but  it  amounts,  infubltance, 
to  nothing  more,  than  a  Grange  fort  of  converfation  be¬ 
tween  God  knows  who, — which  has  nothing  to  do  with 
this  queflion,  more  than  the  next  your  lordfhip  will  have 
to  confider.  I  his  converfation,  Mr.  Wedderburn  fays, 
imprelfed  his  client  with  a  conviction,  that  Mr.  Howell 
had  obtained  better  fuccefs,  and  that  the  foundation  of  it 
was  his  money.  What  impreffions  any  other  {lories 
made  upon  Mr.  v  augban,  I  trull,  are  immaterial  to  this 
fubjecl.  Mr.  Vaughan  knows  his  own  motives,  and  is 
to  give  an  account  of  them  ;  we  have  nothing  to  do  with 
them. — Mr.  Vaughan  then  abandoning  the  fuppofed  me¬ 
rit,  which  entitled  him  to  have  the  office  upon  a  better 
ground,  reverts  to  the  fame  application  as  the  other--- 
be  reverts  to  that  of  money,  and  he  has  bargained  with 
the  poflefTors  of  the  office  for  a  new  farm  of  their  interefl, 

for  1500I.  ayear. - — 1500I.  a  year,  Mr,  Vaughan  has 

thought  lit  to  give  for  a  farm  of  that  office,  which  has 
been  farmed  at  4.00k  How  is  this  thought  to  be  mate¬ 
rial  ?  unlefs  it  be,  that  it  is  hard  for  Mr.  Vaughan  to 
be  laid  under  the  neceffity  of  buying  this  thing  fo  dear, 
and  it  would  have  been  more  convenient  to  have  trot  it 
Cheaper,  i  do  not  lee  what  we  are  to  infer  with  regard 
to  Mr.  Vaughan’s  fitnefs,  from  his  having  given  1500I. 
a  year  for  that,  for  which  others  gave  four.  He  having 
given  that,  it  is  probable  he  fees  a  way  of  being  reirn- 
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burfed  in  it.  It  Teems  to  me,  thofe  he  fues  for  his 
8o,oool.  are  not  likely,  whatever  he  may  get,  to  oct 
much  by  it  f.  Mr.  Wedderburn  complains  of  Tome  let¬ 
ters'  in  the  news,  papers,  which  charge  Mr.  Vaughan, 

not  with  an  attempt  to  corrupt  the  duke  of  Grafton, _ 

(that  is  nothing)  but  for  a  renunciation  of  the  bill  of 
rights. — What  further  affidavits  Mr.  Vaughan  may  have 
made  to  fupport  any  body,  that  is  equally  unknown  to 
me  ;  and  what  crime  the  news-papers  import,  is  equally 
unknown  to  me.  I  do  affiure  him  and  his  client,  I  did 
not  write  the  letters  ;  I  do  affiure  him,  I  don’t  know 
who  did  : — I  do  affiure  him,  to  the  bed:  of  my  belief,  the 
duke  did  not.  I  cannot  underffiand,  therefore,  what 
advantage  Mr.  Vaughan  means  to  derive  from  thofe  let¬ 
ters.  My  friend  fays,  if  this  profecution  was  intended, 
thofe  who  intended  it,  fhould  have  flopped  the  above  in 
the  news-papers.  If  my  learned  friend  knows  how  that  i$ 
to  be  brought  about,  there  are  thofe  who  would  be 
obliged  to  him  for  the  receipt.  Let  us  fuppofe,  that 
thofe  who  have  to  do  with  this  profecution,  knew  no 
fuch  means  to  effect  it.  My  learned  friend  fays,  no¬ 
thing  is  fo  weak  as  Mr.  Vaughan’s  conduct  in  this  affair  ; 
and  he  compares  it  to  a  cafe  in  the  court  of  chancery. 
My  lord,  that  man,  it  Teems,  was  let  off  lightly,  and 
with  little  punifhment,  upon  two  grounds  ;  the  one,  that 
he  was  infane,  the  other,  that  his  counfel  were  inffnidted 
to  confent,  that  20I.  fhould  be  given  to  a  public  cha¬ 
rity.  It  has  not  yet  been  laid,  Mr.  Vaughan  is  infane: 
I  need  not  enter  upon  that  point.  Has  my  learned  friend 
inftrutffions  from  Mr.  Vaughan  to  give  this  5000I.  to  a 
public  charity  ?  My  lord,  if  he  has,  thinking  as  I  do 
about  it,  I  don’t  think  it  impoffibie,  but  that  all  who  arc 
to  judge  of  this  profecution,  will  be  fatisfied  in  doing, 
what  my  learned  friend,  I  hope,  has  inffirudtions  to  do. 
I  affure  my  learned  friend,  as  that  is  a  matter  of  propofi- 

-f  The  fees  of  the  clerk  of  the  court's  office  are  regulated  by 
law,  and  it  appears,  by  the  votes  of  the  afiembly  in  Jamaica, 
that  no  more  than  legal  fees  have  been  taken.  The  effect  of  the 
advanced  price,  is  (annuallv)  Mr. Vaughan's  (or  his  deputy's)  pro¬ 
fits  mult  be  conliderably  leflened.  But  as  matters  were  circumftan- 
ced,  Mr.  Vaughan  would  have  given  up  all  profits  whatever,  and 
dierfted  that  office,  with  no  other  view,  than  the  benefit  lie  would 
have  received  in  common  with  the  public. 


tion. 


L  J 

tion,  I  am  ready  to  treat  with  him  upon  any  thing  of  that 
fort.  My  learned  friend  fays,  What  good  can  this  pro- 
fecution  do  ?  it  can  do  none,  for  on  one  fide  Temple-bar, 
we  all  know’,  that  the  offers  are  never  accepted,  on  the 
other  fide,  every  body  believes  they  are.  Now,  fays  he, 
we,  on  one  fide  Temple-bar,  don't  want  to  be  convin¬ 
ced  that  we  are  right ;  people  on  the  other  fide  the  Bar 
mud  be  in  a  fituation  not  to  be  convinced.  — ■ — I  truft, 
I  have  a  better  opinion  of  the  people  on  the  other 
fide  Temple-bar,  in  that  indance  ;  i  dare  fay,  he  thinks 
as  refpcdlably  of  them  in  every  other  as  I  do  :  if  it  is  fo, 
that  thofe  offers  arc  fo  common,  and  accepted  whenever 
they  are  made,  I  trud,  by  this  profccution,  they  will 
know  they  had  been  mifinformed,  when  they  were  told 
fo.  When  a  man  Jlands  out ,  like  this ,  to  commence  a 
profccution  , upon  the  ground  of  innocence ,  calling  upon  all 
the  world  to  fay  the  contrary ,  and  challenging  every  man 
to  do  fo ,  I  hope  they  will  weigh  thefe  things  again 
and  again,  before  they  do  fo  judge:  I  hope  fome 
good  will  refull  in  that  refpecl;  but  that  is  a  fmall 
one,  to  another  good  I  trud  it  will  be  attended  with  ; 
that  it  will  be  underftood  from  this  court,  that  thofe  are 
offers  not  to  be  made;  that  public  miniders  are  not  to 
be  put  in  a  pofition  for  being  tempted  with  thefe  fpecies 
of  offers  ;  but  that  it  is  criminal  in  the  tempter.  It  is 
faid,  however,  if  this  be  an  offence,  dill  it  is  fubmitted, 
whether  it  is  right  for  the  court  to  interpofe,  by  way  of 
information  :  the  reafon  why  the  court  fhould  not  inter- 
pefe,  by  way  of  information,  was  partly  becaufe  the  na¬ 
ture  of  this  offence,  was  mifreprefented  in  the  news¬ 
paper  :  now,  for  that  very  reafon,  I  fhould  apprehend, 
it  is  proper  that  the  court  fhould  interpofe.  If  Mr. 
Vaughan  has  differed  in  the  opinion  of  his  friends,  by 
mifreprefentation,  he  ought  to  thank  thofe,  who  are 
now  concurring  with  him,  in  proving  him  innocent 
where  he  is  innocent.  But  the  charge  againd  him  now 
is  guilty,  againd  which  he  will  or  will  not  defend  him- 
felf ;  thofe  who  do  impute  offence  or  criminality,  will 
treat  it  accordingly;  thofe  who  think  otherwife,  will 
•judge  accordingly;  and  he  will,  in  any  cafe,  defend 
himfelf  with  his  friends,  againd  that  mifreprefentation 
which  has  been  made.  But,  it  is  faid,  thefe  prejudices, 
which  have  thus  gone  abroad,  and  have  corrupted  the 

minds 


minds  of  a  jury  againft  him,  are  reafons  why  the  court 
fhould  not  grant  an  information.'-’— If  the  minds  of  men 
are  fo  tainted  and  prejudiced  againft  Mr.  Vaughan,  I 
ihould  wifh  the  queftion,  before  this  court,  who  have 
not  entertained  fuch  prejudices  and  ideas,  rather  than 
before  thofe  who  have  entertained  great  partiality  againft 
Mr.  Vaughan  :  the  argument  ftrik.es  me,  that  it  is  litter, 
for  Mr.  Vaughan’s  intereft,  the  queftion  Ihould  be  con- 
iidered,  where  there  are  no  prejudices,  rather  than  where 
there  arc  lo  many.  The  interpofition  of  the  court,  it  is 
urged,  would  be  a  judicial  prejudice;  this  is  the  firft 
time  1  have  ever  heard  that  language.  My  learned  friend 
paff  s  over  it  very  {lightly  ;  but  fuppofes,  the  granting 
an  information,  would  be  a  judicial  prejudice.  That  is 
an  objection,  that  will  go  to  the  whole  junfdidHon  of  the 
court  ;  thefe  reafons  have  been  urged  and  confidered 
elfewhere  :  1  truft  the  court  will  not  attend  much  to  the 
idea  of  a  judicial  prejudice,  ariiingfrom  an  information  : 
If  fo,  there  feems  to  be  much  more  ground  for  ail  infor¬ 
mation  with  thofe,  to  whom  it  is  thought  very  material, 
that  Mr.  Vaughan  fhould  Hand  in  a  fair  light.  My 
lord,  with  this  introduction,  and  this  preamble,  I  think: 
it  is,  Mr.  Wedderburn  comes  to  the  confideration  of  the 
queftion,  which,  at  the  utmoft,  he  propofed  to  make, — 
Whether  it  be  an  offence  to  attempt  to  corrupt  a  mini- 
fter  in  the  difpofition  of  places  of  truft  in  the  colo- 
nies ?”  Mr.  Wedderburn  very  properly  fays,  before 
he  confiders,  whether  the  folicitation  to  commit  it  is  an 
offence,  he  will  confider,  whether  the  act,  it  done, 
would  be  fo.  He  ftates  to  your  Lordfhip,  an  act  palled 
in  the  reign  of  Edward  the  fixth,  which,  he  fays,  contains 
a  fet  of  local  regulations,  and  which  imports  a  decifion 
in  this  part  of  the  caufe — that  thefe  provilions  and  regu¬ 
lations  do  not  extend  to  the  colonies,  and  confequently, 
this  is  not  in  the  proviiiorf  ofithat  a£t  of  parliament.  It 
it  was  material,  the  cafe  cited  does  not  prove  it ; — nothing 
could  be  cited  from  t fie  cafe  that  is  reported.  But,  Mr. 
Wedderburn  d  termines  it  was  fo  decided,  becaufe  Lord 
Chief  Juffice  Holt  gave  judgement  for  the  plaintiff.  It 
ffrikes  me,  judgement  for  the  plaintiff  in  that  cafe,  might 
have  been  given  without. —  It  was  plain,  that  the 
cafe  was  not  in  the  a£t,  as  that  the  act  did  not  extend 
in  point  of  locality  to  the  place.  I  apprehend,  upon 
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the  cafes  ftated,  it  will  be  found,  if  it  is  neceffary  to 
travel  minutely  in  it,  that  no  fuel)  cafe  exijls — I  don’t  hold 
it  material  to  the  argument.  Mr.  Wedderburn  might 
have  reminded  your  lordfhipof  another  a£t  of  parliament, 
upon  which  there  is  no  decifion.  That  aft  of  parliament 
he  could  not  overlook,  reading  what  he  has  read,  and 
what  every  body  has  read  in  the  courfe  of  this  queffion. 
There  is  an  aff,  where  no  cafe  has  been  cited,  that  car¬ 
ries  an  idea  that  it  reaches  the  colonies;  and  that  is 
where  it  is  faid,  the  great  officers  fhall  not  difpofe  of 
places  for  money.  If  any  of  thefe  places,  in  point  of  lo¬ 
cality,  were  to  be  exercifed  out  of  the  realm,  yet 
taking  their  appointment  in  the  realm,  it  was  criminal 
in  thofe  officers  to  grant  fuch  offices,  becaufe  the  duty  is 
to  be  held  out  of  the  realm.  I  don’t  inhft  that  either  of 
thefe  afls  of  parliament,  or  any  conftruflion  of  them, 
are  neceffary  to  fupport  this  caufe ;  if  they  fhould  be 
found  fo,  I  truff,  that  the  aid  of  both  thefe  afls,  maybe 
prayed  on  the  part  of  the  profecution ;  but,  in  my  idea 
of  the  cafe,  neither  ;of  them  are  neceffary  for  the  pur- 
pofe.  Mr.  Wedderburn  fays,  if  he  is  right  in  his  judge¬ 
ment,  that  this  acf  does  not  apply  to  the  prefent  cafe ; 
he  trufts,  it  is  no  offence,  independent  of  that  act  of 
parliament.  He  fays,  there  are  many  a£ts  that  are  difho- 
nourable,  illegal,  and  not  criminal ;  that  the  court  will 
diftinguifh,  that  this  court  exercifes  no  cenforial  autho¬ 
rity  ;  that  the  court  punifhes  nobody  for  being  a  bad 
man  ;  thefe  are  readily  affented  to.  Mr.  Wedderburn 
offers  mean  admiffion,  that  to  buy  and  fell  offices,  is,  in 
all  cafes,  dilhonourable ;  I  don’t  accede  to  it ;  I  know 
there  are  offices  not  faleable,  I  think  there  are  offices 
faleable ;  it  is  difhonourable  to  fell  the  former,  but  not 
criminal  to  fell  thofe  the  law  allows  faleable.  I  think, 
bis  inferences  are  calculated  for  purpofes  your  lordfhip 
has  nothing  to  do  with.  He  fays,  it  is  not  difhonourable 
to  give  money  in  cafes  of  this  fort.  There  may  be  vvorfe 
modes,  for  what  I  know,  than  that  Mr.  Vaughan  has 
taken  ;  it  fuffices  me  to  prove  that  is  a  bad  one  :  there 
may  be  worfe*— I  don’t  enter  into  that,  whether  there 
are  or  not. 

Mr.  Wedderburn  takes  merit  for  having  reafoned 
upon  the  fubjebb,  and  thinks  the  argument  is  on  the 
contrary  lide;  and  again  throws  down  the  gauntlet,  and 

puts 
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Jvats  me  to  fhdw  precedents  of  an  information  upon  the 
charge  that  lies  againft  Mr.  Vaughan,  upon  the  prefent 
queftion  :  I  can’t  produce  one.  [  hope,  that  one  fuch 
precedent  will  remain  to  the  end  of  time,  as  a  {ingle 
one,  and  that  there  never  will  be  another. 

Mr.  Wedderburn  was  afked,  Whether  he  had  read 
what  Serjeant  Hawkins  had  wrote  r  he  profefied  to  have 
read  it,  and  undertook  to  perform  that,  which  he  forgot 
to  do — He  did  not  do  it— rYour  lordfhip  will  permit  me 
to  fupply  that  defect.  All  the  fenfes  of  bribery,  that  are 
commented  on  by  that  great  lawyer,  are  bribery,  as 
underftood  to  be  the  felling  and  buying  places  by  people 
not  able  to  execute  them,  but  who  are  moft  able  to  pay 
for  them.  Nor  can  any  thing  be  a  greater  dilcouragc- 
ment  to  industry  and  virtue,  than  to  lee  places  conferred 
upon  thofe  who  have  no  other  qualification,  but  that  of 
being  the  higheft  bidder  ;  nor  can  any  thing  be  a  greater 
temptation  to  officers,  to  abufc  their  power  by  bribery 
and  extortion,  and  other  improper  adfs,  to  make  their 
bargain  anfwer  their  expectations.  I  wifh  Mr.  Vaughan 
had" read  this,  before  he  took  that  at  1500I.  a  year,  which 
had  been  ufually  let  at  400I.  My  learned  friend  does 
not  fay  this  imparts  upon  the  learned  writer,  that  tins 
was  an  offence  at  common  law — in  words  he  has  not 
faid  it ;  but  he  has  faid,  what  1  now  appeal  to  your  lord- 
{hip  for, — Whether,  in  the  opinion  of  that  learned  wri¬ 
ter,  he  underftood  this  to  be  an  offence,  or  not,  at  com¬ 
mon  law  :  he  goes  on  to  fay,  “  for  which  reafon  the 
legiflature  have  provided  fpecitic  remeoies  of  profecution, 
and  fo  on ;  but  unlefs  it  is  to  be  underftood  by  that  writer, 
that  this  was  an  offence,  for  which  the  parliament  then, 
provided  remedies,  fit  for  an  offence. of  this  magnitude, 
the  affertion  was  unneceflary.  My  friend  Mr,  Lee,  ufe? 
a  different  edition  of  Hawkins  to  what  I  do,  and  he  f-»ys, 
that  there  is  a  limitation  at  the  end  of  it,  that  it  does  not 
extend  to  the  colonies. 

Mr.  Lee. 

It  is  the  4th  fe£tion. 

Mr.  Solicitor  General. 

Here  is  that  paflage,  in  that  very ’learned,  correct,  snd 
accurate  writer  in  the  laws  of  this  country.  Docs  it  reft  . 
upon  this  fingle  authority,  that  no  dxftnm,  no  precedent 
ran  be  found:  My  learned  friend  ffiQuld  confult  the  cafe 
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of  Lord  Macclesfield  :  Does  he  there  find  nothing?  It 
w  us  imputed  to  him,  that  he  took  money  for  the  difpo- 
fil  ol  various  offices,  and  for  recommending  to  offices.  It 
may  be  laid,  the  profecution  had  for  its  foundation, 
thofe  particular  atfs  of  parliament,  (one  of  which  Mr. 
Wedderburn  has  ftated,  the  other  I  alluded  to)  that  the 
parties  did  not  fuppofe  the  propofition  was  an  offence  at 
common  law,  whether  an  a£l  of  parliament,  for  the  firft 

time,  defcribes  that  to  be  an  offence- - it  would  be  fo 

under  flood,  it  cannot  be  otherwife  underftood.  Thofe 
who  read  that  will  fee  that  Obi  ,  who  was  the  profe- 
cutor  upon  that  fuit,  availed  himfelf  of  that.  This  was 
an  offence  long  antecedent  to  thofe  provifions,  long 
antecedent  to  that  ipecies  of  profecution.  It  appears, 
the  refult  of  it  was,  without  ffating  what  the  judges 
thought  (that  we  are  not  competent  to  do)  that  great 
lawyer  was  not  only  frejeevted.  in  a  manner  different  from 
the  provifions  of  that  ftatute,  but  punijhed  in  a  different 
manner  3  and  they  can  only  be  fupported  upon  this  pre¬ 
emption,  that  thofe  are  offences  at  common  law.  That 
thofe  were  no  offences  at  common  law,  my  lord  infiffed 
upon  the  practice  of  his  predecefiors,  as  having  a  right  to 
difpofe  of  thofe  places:  and  there  was  one,  which  wa? 
rJork  or  the  cuflos,  (that  is  an  office  in  the  appointment  of 
the  crown)  the  poffeffor  thereof  wanted  to  fell  it ;  the  man 
that  wanted  to  poflefs  it,  made  his  terms  with  the  poffeffor  ? 
it  was  agreed,  one  ihould  be  appointed  in  confecjuence  of 
the  others  iurrender.  An  application  was  made  to  th$ 
chancellor  5  the  ufual  anlwer  was  given,  according  to 
evidence~-a  §°od  fort  of  man,  my  lord,  was  to  be  pre- 
fent.  Lord  Macclesfield  defends  this  proceeding,  byinliff- 
ing  he  had  a  right  to  recommend;  and  bis  counfel  fop 
him  fay,  A  right  to  recommend,  is,  in  other  words,  a 
right  to  make  what  you  can  of  that  recommendation  : 
that  doctrine  did  not  prevail,  it  was  then  argued,  that 
a  right  to  recommend,  exiffed  only  in  confidence,  that 
it  was  exereifed  purely,  difintereftedly  and  honeftly,  and 
that  the  perfon  Ihould  be  recommended  upon  the  fcore  of 
his  perfonal  merit,  and  not  the  largenefs  of  the  fum  of¬ 
fered.  "T  hat,  or  something  like  that,  was  underflood  by 
Mr.  Vaughan,  in  the  prefent  cafe.  The  noble  duke  does 
not  claim  a  right  to  recommend ; —  in  what  manner  does 
he  apply  to  him  ?  he,  it  is  plain,  fuppofed  the  noble  duke 
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at  the  head  of  the  treafury,and  privy-counfellor,  was  fome- 
thing  different  from  a  man  in  the  flreet ;  therefore,  he 
did  not  make  the  offer  to  fucb,  but  to  the  noble  duke, 
a  privy-counfellor  and  flrffc  lord  of  the  treafury .---How 
did  he  fuppofe  this  bribe  was  to  operate?  How  could  it 
operate  upon  the  duke,  but  by  prefenting  Mr.  Vaughan 
to  the  king,  not  knowing  Mr.  Vaughan,  knowing  no¬ 
thing  about  him,  requiring  no  knowledge  about  him,  but 
taking  up  the  object  of  that  fitnefs,  upon  the  rcprefenta- 
tion  of  the  noble  duke,  who  received  5000I.  for  his  re¬ 
commendation  ?  1  his  was  the  conduct  Mr.  Vaughan 

held  ;  and,  if  he  had  not  miftaken  the  man,  prudence 
would  have  been  imputed  to  him  ;  inftead  of  that,  folly, 
which  he  has  fubmitted  to  have  lo  liberally  thrown  out 
upon  him.  Itisfaid,  this  then  is  the  fituation  of  the  cafe, 
fuppofing  that,  what  was  attempted  to  be  done,  ^had 
been  done.  1  want  no  aid  from  either  of  thofe  t\yo  adls  of 
parliaments,  to  make  out  my  proportion,  which  is,  that 
it  is  criminal,  becaufe  it  is  incompatible  with  every  idea 
of  the  duty  of  the  office  the  duke  was  inverted  with.  It 
being  the'duty  of  thofe  officers,  whenever  the  king  afks 
advice,  to  give  it  uncoriuptedly,  honeftly,  aod  freely  : 
inftead  of  doing  this,  if  the  duke  had  accepted  this  bribe, 
and,  under  the  influence  of  the  bribe,  had  done  what 
Mr.  Vaughan  defired,  no  proportion  can  be  clearer  or 
plainer  ;--°-it  requires  no  fubtlety  of  argument,  no  know¬ 
ledge  of  the  law,  to  fee  that  it  would  be  criminal,  highly 
criminal,  fubje£t  matter  for  impeachment,  beyond  all 
quertion,  if  the  noble  duke  had  accepted  this  money, 
with  a  view  to  act  as  the  giver  of  the  money  would  have 
him  to  do.  If  it  be  fo,  will  it  be  mateiial  to  this  caufc, 
to  conrtder,  whether  it  falls  under  this,  that,  or  the 
other  act  of  parliament?  it  is  criminal  in  every  m<>n,  ac¬ 
cepting  or  holding  any  office  of  trurt,  more  10,  in  thole 
that  po fiefs  the  firft  offices  of  trurt  in  the  Hate,  to  betray 
the  duties  of  the  office,  and  expreife  the  power  of  that 
office,  under  the  molt  fordid  and  corrupt  motives;  their 
duty  being  to  exercife  all  the  powers  they  pollen,  lieely, 
honeftly,  dirtntercftcdly,  and  uncorruptedly.  So  far 
upon  the  cafe  of  fuppohng  the  bribe  had  been  accepted. 

Mr.  Wedcjerburn  argues  moft  triumphantly,  that  if  it 
could  not  be  an  offence  when  accepted  ;  then  it  could  be 
none  to  ofter  it:  that  I  (hall  not  contend  with  him.  But, 

M  2  if 
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if  it  be  an  offence  in  the  tempted  when  committed,  it 
remains  for  the  court  to  conlider,  whether  it  is  not  an 
often ce  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  to  have  done  what 
he  did.--— Mr.  Wedderburn  lays,  Is  there  a  precedent, 
that  it  is  criminal  to  folicit  another  to  do  an  illegal  ad? 
lie  lays  it  is  fo  in  the  cafe  of  felony  ; — for  to  folicit  fe¬ 
lony,  is  to  counfel  felony.  I  don’t  know  upon  what 
principle  that  is  criminal,  if  it  is  not  felony  to  folicit  or 
countenance  the  commiflion  of  any  other  crimes-— illegal 
afts  are  one  thing,  crimes  another,— -to  recur  to  the  diftinc- 
tion  the  gentleman  fet  out  in  :  he  lays.  It  is  not  fo  in  mifde- 
rneanors,  and  he  had  found  but  one  inftance  in  which  the 
court  had  feemed  to  be  o t  another  opinion,  that  was  the 
cafe  in  Shower,  the  king  2gainft  Johnfon  :  he  feemed  to 
cite  this  cafe  with  candor.  In  j  u  ft  ice  to  his  client,  the 
judges  feemed  to  talk  nonfenfe ;  but  your  lordlhip  has 
obviated  that,  by  faying,  all  this  was  upon  the  after  quef- 
tion  ;  there  being  no  doubt,  that  the  offence  the  man  had 
committed,  was  an  offence,  and  the  only  doubt,  being 
upon  the  meafure  of  punilliment.  My  friend  cited  ex- 
preffions,  infinuating,  that  my  lord  chief  juftice  might 
recoiled  fome  former  offence  that  the  man  had  given 
him.  I  he  idea  of  the  reporter  upon  that,  is,  that  the 
man  being  convided  of  an  offence,  mv  lord  chief  juftice 
is,  from  motives  of  refentment,  fuppofed  to  incline  to  the 
more  rigorous  punifhment.  It  is  upon  that  point,  only, 
the  reporter’s  infinuation,  he  fpeaks  of,  was  founded. 
Mr.  Juftice  Jones’s  argument  is  very  good  :  he  fays.  If 
the  perjury  itfelf  had  been  committed  by  the  law  (as  it 
then  flood)  of  fubornation,  the  party  could  be  fined 
only  40I.  therefore,  he  fays  alfo,  I  am  agamft  giving  more 
than  40I.  penalty  ;  for  the  attempt  can’t  be  worfe  than 
the  thing  done.  1  hat  is  a  fair  and  good  reafon  ;  for 
that  is  a  proper  degree  of  punifhment.  That  is  all  befide 
the  queftion  ;  this  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  authority  of 
the  cafe  itfelf.  The  d  ecifion  is  in  point.  The  thing  was 
an  offence,  the  party  had  been  properly  convided,  and 
the  judges  differed  only  in  the  meafure  of  punifhmenj. 
My  learned  friend,  who  followed  Mr.  Wedderburn, 
fays,  there  were  other  cafes,  and  there  certainly  are  many, 
where  attempts  of  this  fort— -folicitations  to  commit  crimes, 
are  themfelves  held  criminal  ;  it  would  be  ftrange  indeed, 
if  they  were  not.  A  cafe  v/as  alluded  to,  the  cafe  of  the 
king  and  Plimpton.  The  party  there  was  convided  of 
5  foliciting 
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ft  licking  by  promife.  The  gentleman’s  obfervation  is, 
that  this  mull  be  prefumed  to  be  a  promife  accepted.  It 
is  after  verdict— -after  or  before,  is  a  ddtindion  in  cafes 
of  this  fort,  without  a  difference;  It  is  that  crime  as 
charged,  a  crime,  that  the  offence  was  a  proper  offence, 
as  indicted  ;  and  that  the  party  merited  pumfhment.  This 
is  a  fecond  cafe  in  point.  My  learned  friend  alluded  to  a 
more  modern  cafe  refpecling  bribery  at  eledions,  which 
is  in  my  memory,  in  the  memory  of  the  court,  which  came 
from  Abington,  it  was  queitioned,  whether  the  bribe  the 
defendant  was  charged  with  giving,  was  accepted,  or 
not;  and,  if  it  was,  whether  it  was  neceffary  that  it 
fhould  be  accepted,  in  order  to  make  a  cafe  in  that  ad  of 
parliament.  The  party  accepted  the  bribe,  not  with  an 
intent  to  ad  upon  it,  but  to  found  a  profecution  upon  it. 
They  laid,  here  was  nobody  corrupted,  and  nobody  could 
be  corrupting  :  thus  much  I  remember.  The  opinion  of 
the  court  was,  that  it  was  not  neceffary,  that  there  fhould 
he  any  body  corrupted  ;  the  bribe  was  accepted,  and 
that  was  enough.  But,  in  the  argument,  this  i  collected. 
That  though  it  was  made  neceffary,  that  the  acceptance 
of  the  bribe  fhould  be  within  the  provifion  of  that  ad,  to 
make  it  an  offence  at  common  law  i^-hattook  the  pro¬ 
vifion,  faid  he,  fhould  have  proceeded  by  information.  It 
is  not  an  offence  within  this  ad  of  parliament,  becaufe  the 
acceptance  of  the  bribe  was  neceflary. 

Court. 

It  was  for  a  m2yor. 

Mr.  Solicitor  General. 

No,  that  is  the  cafe  of  the  king  and  Spinnage ;  this 

is  Bufh  and  Rawlins. 

Mr.  Justice  Aston. 

And  the  words  u  to  procure’’  were  left  out.  Sir 
Fletcher  Norton  was  counfcl,  and  there,  upon  confide- 
ration,  they  ffruck  out  the  words,  “  to  procure,”  be- 
caufe,  it  was  thought,  it  woulu  not  be  fufficient  proof 
in  evidence,  becaufe  he  did  not  corrupt  in  efted. 

Mr.  Solicitor  General. 

The  whole  argument  produced  a  great  deal  of  elocution 
here,  as  if  the  act  was  not  done  at  common  law.— Ft  was 
argued  on  the  other  fide,  that  the  offence  was  completed 
in°common  law.  It  was  taken  for  granted,  he  might  have 
been  profecuted  by  information.  In  citing  thcle  calcs, 

I  rather 
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1  rather  lofe  by  them  ;  I  don’t  conceive  that  it  is  neceflary 
they  Ihould  at  all  have  exited.  The  profecution,  inde¬ 
pendent  of  all  regard  to  authority,  Hands  upon  a  bottom 
much  too  wide  to  need  that  determination  and  report.  If 
it  had  been  true,  in  the  terms  of  the  challenge,  that  I 
could  have  produced  no  precedent  no  diflutn,  1  fhould  have 
thought  the  ground  too  clear  to  have  been  fnuken,  from 
any  thing  your  lordfhip  has  heard  to-day. —  Mr.  Lee  fub- 
joined,  that  there  muff,  in  order  to  be  criminal,  and  that 
it  could  only  be  fo,  where  there  was  an  evil  intention  on 
the  one  hand,  and  an  ability  to  commit  the  offence  on 
the  other.— -Let  us  try  this:  That  there  was  an  evil  in¬ 
tention  on  the  one  hand,  is  admitted  ;  that  there  was  an 
ability  to  commit  the  offence  on  the  other,  does  not  lie 
in  Mr.  Vaughan’s  mouth  to  difpute:  he  certainly  fup- 
pofed  it  when  he  committed  it.  I  don’t  fee  the  ground 
why  he  fuppofed  there  was  not  the  ability.— That  there 
was  not  the  inclination  to  commit  it,  is  apparent,  from 
the  confequences.  It  is  a  propofition,  I  think,  I  need 
not  labour  much.  There  certainly  was  an  ability  in  the 
noble  duke  of  giving  advice;  it  is  poffible  his  advice,  had 
he  thought  fit  to  have  given  it,  might  have  been  attended 
to;  and,  it  is  mk  re  than  probable,  had  he  given  fuch 
advice,  the  king  would  have  believed  it;  and  his  opinion 
of  his  charadfer,  would  have  made  it  believed,  that  he 
recommended  Mr.  Vaughan,  becaufe  he  was  the  proper 
perfon  to  be  intruded  with  the  office.  I  therefore  think, 
the  crime  is  in  giving  the  king  intereffed  advice :  that  is 
the  ability.  If  there  had  been  the  inclination,  there  cer¬ 
tainly  is  the  ability  in  the  prefent  cafe.  Having  faid  thus 
much,  I  will  only  2dd,  that  your  lordfhip  will  permit  me 
to  ufe  an  argument  very  recent If  it  requires,  after 
the  indujlry ,  the  learnings  and  ability ,  that  has  been  em¬ 
ployed  to-day,  to  make  out  the  offence,  I  think  it  re¬ 
curs,  whether  it  is  an  offence  or  no.  Your  lordfhip’s 
making  the  rule  abfolute,  will  not  preclude  them  from 
it.  When  the  information  paffes,  they  may  demur  to  it. 
Then  it  comes  before  the  court  to  be  argued,  with  all  the 
folemnity  that  the  importance  of  the  cafe  deferves ;  and 
Mr.  Vaughan,  contrary  to  his  intention,  will  have,  at 
lead,  the  merit  of  giving  the  decifion  to  a  great  conflitu- 
tionaJ  queflion ;  namely.  Whether  it  be  lawful  or  inno¬ 
cent  for  the  firfl  officer  in  the  date,  intruded  and  eon- 

,  fided 
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hded  in,  to  choofe  for  himfelf,  whether  he  will  difchar*e 
that  duty  difinterelledly  and  honeftly,  by  attending-  to 
fuch  applications  as  thefe  ?  and  whether  it  be  criminal  in 
him  to  break  all  thefe  duties?  if  not.  Whether  it  will  be 
criminal  in  Mr.  Vaughan,  and  all  fo  difpofed,  to  do  all  that 
is  in  their  power,  and  on  their  part,  to  tempt  him  to  do 
fo?  Mr.  Vaughan  has  done  his  part;  the  duke,  as  it 
happens,  did  nothing  all.  This  queftion  will  come 
properly  to  be  difcufted  in  that  ftage  of  the  bufinefs.  All 
this  argument  will  be  nothing,  if  your  lordlhip  Ihould 
be  miltaken  in  your  opinion.  Mr.  Vaughan  will  have 
merited  a  great  deal  of  his  country  indeed,  if  he  can  have 
eflabl ifhed  this  propofition,  that  it  is  proper  for  a  minifter 
to  fell  his  influence  ;  to  take  all  the  money  he  can  get ;  and 
frhat  it  is  not  only  innocent,  but  meritorious,  in  any  man 
that  will  enable  him  to  do  fo.  I  hope  the  court  will  not 
flop  the  bufinefs  in  this  ftage  of  it  ;  but  that  my  learned 
friend  may  have  an  opportunity  of  vindicating  the  cha¬ 
racter  of  his  client. 

Mr.  Wallace. 

I  will  remind  your  lordlhip  of  a  cafe  or  two  upon  the 
lafl  head  (which  is  of  folicitation)  which  may  be  agitated- 
It  is  in  the  31ft  in  the  king  and  the 

motion  for  an  information  at  common  law,  again!!  de¬ 
fendant  who  attempted  to  bribe  one 

a  hlh- monger  in  that  place  to  vote  for  Mr.  for 

a  member  of  parliament ;  there  he  told  him  his  intention 
was  to  vote  for  Mr.  the  other  candidate.  He  of¬ 

fered  him  50I.  to  go  out  of  town,  and  not  to  vote  at  all. 
A  motion  was  made:  Mr.  Juftice  Wilmot  inveighed 
flrongly  againftthe  heinoufnefs  of  fuch  an  attempt.  There 
are  many  cafes  in  my  memory  in  the  court.  There  was 
one  in  the  firft  of  the  prefent  king,  of  one  Norton,  for 
an  attempt  to  corrupt  one  Fam worth,  by  an  offer  to  his 
wife.  I  remember  one  in  the  cafe  of  on  attempt¬ 

ing  to  corrupt  a  man  to  vote  for  a  mayor. 

Mr.  Raney. 

May  it  pleafe  your  lordlhip,  1  am  of  counfcl  on  the 
fame  fide.  1  think  it  is  pretty  extraordinary  in  Mr. 
Vaughan,  to  (wear  by  his  affidavit,  that  he  apprehended 
thefe  publications  in  the  news-paper,  to  come  from  his 
gtace  the  duke  of  Grafton,  when  thofe  letters  were 
fslfe,  and  his  g^pce  in  pofleffion  of  the  true  one. 


Lord 
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Loud  Mansfield. 

What  the  folicitor  general  concluded  with,  is  decifive 
upon  the  prefent  occafion,  on  account  of  the  repeated  decla¬ 
rations  by  the  counfel  for  the  defendant,  that  a  practice 
of  the  kind  complained  of  here,  is  certainly  dilhonourabje 
and  fcandalous  ;  and,  becaufe  it  appears,  that  decla¬ 
ration  of  theirs,  is  warranted  by  the  opinion  the  defendant 
himfelfhad  of  the  tranfaftion,  which,  mod  manifeftly,  he 
thought  at  the  time,  to  be  a  tranfa&ion  which  could  not 
bear  the  light  >  for  in  his  letter  he  writes  in  this  manner 
upon  it :  “A  proportion  that  requires  the  utmoft  fecrefyT 
Secrefy  J— Why,  if  the  office  is  to  go  to  the  higheft  bidder, 
and  Mr.  Howell  was  offering,  and  that  occafioned  a  fe- 
cond  higher  offer  to  be  propofed,  why  fecrefy  ?  Mr. 
Henry  Newcome,  he  fays,  has  a  delicacy— what  his  de¬ 
licacy  was,  appears  upon  the  affidavit ;  that  Mr.  New- 
come  thought,  after  reflecting  upon  it,  the  tranfadion  to  be 
fuch,  he  would  not  meddle  with  it.  The  extraordinary 
manner  of  the  fecurity  for  the  payment  of  the  money, 
not  by  a  bond,  not  by  agreement,  not  by  a  note,  (be¬ 
caufe  they  would  have  been  certainly  void  in  law,  for  in 
a  criminal  tranfa&ion,  every  bond  and  agreement  made 
to  fecure  it,  would  be  void  in  law)  but  by  an  affidavit 
made  before  the  lord  mayor,  fwearing  to  pay  the  money, 
and  in  that  affidavit,  an  affurance,  that  it  had  never  been 
divulged  but  to  Mr.  Newcome,  nor  ever  ffiould  be  to 
man,  woman,  nor  child  in  the  world.  1  his  appears  to 
he  the  fenfe  of  the  defendant’s  counfel,  and  of  the  de¬ 
fendant  himfelf.  It  has  been  mfinuated  by  the  counfel,’ 
that  tranfaefions  of  this  kind  for  money  are  frequent,  *.  e. 
that  in  the  city  of  London,  they  are  believed  to  be  fre¬ 
quent.  And  the  defence  made  by  the  affidavit  is,  that 
he  verily  believed  the  office  would  be  accounted  for,  and 
was  faleable,  and  if  was  not  fold  to  him,  it  would  be 
fold  to  Mr.  Howell ;  therefore,  he  went  upon  a  preemp¬ 
tion,  that  it  was  faleable.  The  nature  of  the  thing, 
without  authority  from  Hawkins,,  ihews  why  thefe  things 
were  urged  by  the  defendant  s  counfel ,  for,  ir  a  man  feils 
lawfully  what  he  has  a  right  to  fell,  there  is  nothing 
fcandalous  or  difhonourable  ;  but,  if  a  man,  (landing  un¬ 
der  the  relation  ofan  officer  under  the  king,  oi  of  a  per  fon  in 
whom  the  king  puts  confidence,  or  of  a  minifler,  i»  he  takes 

money  for  the  ufe  of  that  confidence  t%  king  puts  m 

him* 
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Mm,  he  ba fefy  betrays  the  kino;,  be  bafely  betrays  Ms 
truft— it  may  then  be  called  fcahdalous  and  difhonourable 
(if  thofe  epithets  are  to  bechofen,  in  (lead  of  the  epithet 
criminal.)  The  mifehief  alfo  that  may  arife  to  the  public  in 
buying  the  grant  from  the  crown  (which  the  wifdom  of 
the  conflitution  intrulls  the  king  in  difpofing  of,  on  ac¬ 
count  of  the  bufinefs  to  be  executed  by  them.')  If  honours, 
if  bifhopr icks,  if  preferments,  if  pardons,  if  every  thin  r 
is  to  be  put  up  to  fale,  fee  the  terrible  confequence  that 
will  refult  there-from  to  the  public.  If  the  cafe  is  fo  cir- 
cumflanced,  for  this  court,  upon  that  ground,  to  re- 
fufe  the  information,  which  does  effectually  bar  every 
indictment ;  (for  no  grand  jury  would  grant  an  indict¬ 
ment  after  this  court  had,  upon  point  of  law,  debarred 
an  information)  that  it  is  no  crime  in  law  to  commit 
fuch  a  fa£t  ;---it  would  be  highly  improper  for  this  court 
to  do  it  in  a  fummary  way,  which  would  be  liable  to  no 
review,  if  the  matter  was  ever  fo  doubtful.  Unlefs, 
therefore,  I  was  clearer  than  the  light  of  the  fun  at  noon¬ 
day,  that  it  had  been  fettled  and  eftablifhed,  that  fo  mif- 
cbievous  a  pradfice  fhould  not  be  punifhable  by  the  laws 
in  being,  I  Mould  agree  for  making  this  rule  abfolute. 
1  he  defendant  may  demur  to  it,  or  move  in  arrefl  of 
judgement  after  trial;  and,  if  he  is  not  fatisfied  by  this 
court,  he  may  have  the  opinion  of  the  high  judicature, 
a  {Tiffed  by  all  the  judges  of  England.  And,"  when  the 
tjueflion  comes  to  be  folemnly  adjudged,  it  will  be  for 
their  confideration,  if  they  fhould  think  there  fhould  be 
no  law  in  being  to  guard  againff  the  mifehievous  confe- 
quences.  I  own,  at  prefect,  I  am  not  fatisfied  with  any 
of  the  arguments  that  have  been  ufed  to  raife  a  doubt, 
whether  this  is,  in  the  language  of  the  law,  a  mifdemea- 
nor,  and  punifhable  as  fueb.  1  think,  the  natural  genius 
of  a  man’s  own  mind,  judges  better  of  it,  than  all  the  la¬ 
bour  and  ingenuity  that  has  been  ufed,  to  make  it  not 
criminal when  I  fay  criminal,  I  mean  criminal  as  a 
mifdemeanor.  I  will  fay  little  upon  that,  becaufe,  what¬ 
ever  opinion  I  may  be  of  now,  it  is  without  prejudice. 

I  will  hear  the  argument  upon  a  demurrer,  if  there  is  one, 
or  upon  an  arreft  of  judgement,  if  there  is  one,  jufl  as 
open  as  if  nothing  had  palled.  T  herefore,  I  fhall  pur- 
pofely  avoid  faying  any  thing  on  the  argument,  with  a 
view  of  prejudicing,  as  little  as  poffible,  any  future  argu- 
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ment,  if  that  is  thought  lit  upon  the  occafion.  In  the 
hr  ft  place,  as  to  the  ftatute  of  Richard  the  fecond,  and 
Edward  the  fixth,  I  do  agree  with  the  folicitor  general,  the 
queftion  does  not  turn  upon  them,  whether  they  do  or 
do  not  extend  to  Jamaica  ;  but  the  argument  madeufe  of, 
does  not  at  all  go  to  the  queftion,  whether  they  do  not 
extend  to  this  cafe;  tor  this  office  is  granted  by  letters 
patent,  under  the  great  feal  of  England  ;  all  letters  pa¬ 
tent  that  are  granted  by  the  king,  under  the  great  fcal, 
are  governed  by  the  law  of  England.  The  colonies 
themfelves  have  their  own  particular  laws,  anu  the  argu¬ 
ment  very  colourable,  which  Mr.  VV  edderburn  men¬ 
tioned,  if  it  is  in  the  report. — To  be  fure,  no  a£t  of 
parliament  made  in  England,  binds  Ireland,  or  a  colony, 
actually  fettled,  without  naming  them  ;  but  it  is  held,  all 
the  laws  of  England,  both  common  and  ftatute,  go  to  a 
colony  new  fettled,  which  were  in  being  at  the  time  of 
fettlement,  with  this  reftri£tion: — Provided  that  they  be 
laws  fuited  to  their  fituation  and  condition  ;  and  therefore, 
with  that  reftridtion,  to  be  fure,  a  hundreth  part  of  the 
ftatutes  of  England  don’t  go  to  the  colonies:  but  they  do 
go,  if  they  are  appofite,  and  adapted  to  their  fituation  and 
condition,  for,  as  they  carry  the  ftatute  law,  fo  they  carry 
the  common  laws,  that  are  applicable.  The  fituation  of 
Jamaica  differs  indeed,  becaufe,  being  a  conquered  coun¬ 
try,  it  retains  its  own  laws,  till  the  conqueror  alters  them, 
and  they  are  retained  in  fo  far  as  they  are  not  altered  ; 
and.  unlefs  they  are  totally  altered,  they  retain  their  own 
laws;  therefore,  the  argument  is  very  ftrong,  as  to  the 
nature  of  Jamaica,  that  thofe  pofiitive  laws  fhall  not  ex¬ 
tend  to  them ;  and,  1  know,  inexperience,  a  g«eat 
many  a£Is  have  been  adjudged  not  to  extend  to  Jamaica  ; 
as  for  inftance,  the  ftatute  of  frauds,  and  feveral  others, 
(though  it  was  conquered  in  Cromwell’s  time)  that  and 
leveral  others  were  made  before  the  ufurpation.  It  is  quite 
a  different  confideration,  and  you  will  find  that  in  the 
cafe  of  the  Ifte  of  Man,  I  think  it  is  in  the  fecond  or 
third  inftitute;  you  will  find  it  there— the  chief  juftice, 
1  think,  or  two  or  three  of  the  judges  attending  with 
counfel,  they  might  defeend  according  to  the  laws  of 
England,  the  letters  patent  being  the  law  of  England, 
they  being  entitled  to  dower  under  the  law  of  England, 
and  in  that  cafe  they  held,  that  the  eftate  was  to  defeend 
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to  the  daughter  of 

therefore,  if  that  was  necefiary,  it 
would  not  reach  to  the  cafe  of  Letters 

patent  under  the  great  feal,  muff  be  governed  by  the 
grand  law  of  England,  be  they  for  commiffions  abroad, 
or  whatever  they  may  be.  But,  it  dees  not  feem  to  me, 
that  this  matter  turns  upon  the  flatute  of  Richard  the  fe- 
cond,  or  Edward  the  fixth,  but  upon  the  common  law. 
The  fir  ft  great  confideration  is,  whether  a  privy-counfel- 
lor,  and  an  officer  at  the  head  of  the  king’s  treafury,  and 
in  confidence  with  the  king,  felling  that  office,  /.  e.  fel¬ 
ling  his  intereft  with  the  king,  for  the  grant  of  that  office  ; 
—whether  this  is  a  mifdemeanor  or  not  at  common  law  ? 
h  or  you  muff  take  the  fad!,  which  there  is  no  controverfy 
about. — bee  what  the  fad!  is.  T  his  is  an  office  in  the  gift 
of  the  king  alone  by  letters  patent ;  it  is  not  in  the  gift 
of  any  fubjedl  whatever  ; — there  is  no  right  of  office  to 
recommend  whatever ;  but  it  is  the  king’s  own  grant, 
— and  it  is  the  king’s  grant  which  muff  pafs  ex  gratia 
facial!  mera  modi  ex  gratia  Jcientii.  And  if  the  king  fold 
it  by  his  letters  patent,  it  would  be  adling  contrary  to 
the  trufl  the  conflitution  hath  repofed  in  him,  for  the 
difpofal  of  thole  offices. —  Ehe  conflitution  don’t  intend 
the  crown  fnould  fell  thofe  offices,  to  raife  a  revenue  out 
of  thofe  offices.  This  being  the  nature  of  thofe  offices, 
what  is  the  application  ?  The  duke  of  Grafton  has  fworn 
thus — he  has  fworn  that  this  offer  was  made  him,  with  a 
view  to  tempt  and  corrupt  him,  for  a  gift  or  reward  of 
5000I,  to  procure  his  majeffy  to  grant  the  aforefaid  office 
in  the  manner  mentioned  :  that,  the  duke  has  fworn,  Mr. 
Vaughan  does  not  deny  it,  therefore,  it  is  admitted,  this 
was  the  view  to  procure  this  office  from  his  majefly — not 
barely  to  give  it  himfelf,  but  to  procure  the  office.  Is  it 
poffible  to  hefitate,  whether  this  would  not  be  criminal 
in  the  duke  of  Grafton, — contrary  to  his  duty  as  a  privy— 
counfellor, -—contrary  to  his  duty  as  a  minifler, — contrary 
to  his  duty  as  a  fubjedl  r  If  a  man  in  no  office  has  intereff 
with  the  king,  and  comes  to  recommend  a  perfon  to  him, 
under  the  influence  of  a  bribe,  it  is  different  what  the 
perfon,  who  defires  to  be  patentee,  does.  1  have  looked 
into  no  cafe  upon  it,  but  from  my  memory,  I  do  think, 
if  you  look  back  to  the  impeachments  of  the  houfe  of 
commons  for  20Q  years,  of  miniflers  that,  true  or  falfe, 
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(very  often  there  are  falfe  charges,  and  {bmetimes  true-—} 
there  hardly  ever  is  an  impeachment  againft  a  minifter, 
where  the  charge  is  not  for  receiving  money  for  procuring 
a  grant  from  the  king.  I  am  fatished  it  was  fo  with  the 
duke  of  Buckingham  ;  and  I  am  fatisfied  it  was  fo  with 
the  lord  Clarendon,  though  he  was  a  verv  honeft  man. 

Mr.  Weddereurn. 

That  was  upon  the  ground  of  monopoly. 

Lord  Mansfield. 

It  is  the  fum  of  money  makes  a  charge.  If  it  is  cri- 
minal  in  minifters  or  privy-counfellers  to  do  this,  I  take 
it  to  be  a  very  neceffary  confequence,  that,  wherever  it 
iv°>  a  crime  to  take  money,  it  is  a  crime  to  give  it ;  be- 
cairfe  the  corruption  is  reciprocal.  It  is  corrupt  in 
the  receiver,  it  is  corrupt  in  the  tempter  and  giver.  I 
take  it  in  all  circumflances  to  be  reciprocal,* — where  the 
receiver  is  guilty,  the  giver  is  alfo.  But  it  is  faid,  this 
is  not  the  giver ,  it  was  refufed — That  attempts  to  the 
crime  are  not  the  crime,  is  certainly  true,  where  there 
is  an  attempt  to  commit  a  crime,  which  of  itfelf  is  not 
the  crime.  '  But  there  are  many  cafes  where  the  attempt 
is  the  crime  ;  and,  in  all  cafes  of  corruption  by  bribery, 
the  attempt  is  complete  with  regard  to  the  offerer.  His 
crime  has  had  its  full  completion,  whether  the  other  re- 
fufes  it,  or  takes  it,  does  what  he  was  bribed  to 
do  cr  not ; — from  the  nature  of  the  thing  it  is  fo. — 
There  are  many  cafes.  Mr.  Lee,  very  fairly,  though  it 
wasagainff  him,  looked  into  the  authority  of  lord  Coke- 
lie  fays,  if  you  offer  a  bribe  to  a  judge, — no  matter  whe¬ 
ther  he  take  it  or  not ;  though  he  refufes  it,  the  bribe  is 
complete  with  him  that  offers  it  :  as  in  the  cafes  that 
have  been  mentioned  of  bribery  at  common  lav/,  of 
money  at  an  election  for  a  man  to  take  a  bribe  for  his 
vote.  If  it  refpedls  a  place  of  public  truff,  the  conftitu- 
tion  intends  it  lhall  be  free— How  does  that  hold  with 
the  advice  given  by  a  minifter  to  the  king  ?  Upon  the 
fame  principles  his  advice  fhould  be  free  according  to 
his  judgement.  It  is  the  duty  of  his  offee — he  has 
fworn  to  it ;  therefore,  in  thofe  cafes  Mr.  Wallace  al¬ 
luded  to  (I  remember  the  two  laft)  it  was  taken  for 
granted,  that  an  offer  to  bribe  at  election  of  members  of 
parliament,  or  of  a  magiftrate  at  a  borough,  though  the 
oerfon  did  not  vote,  yet  againft:  the  offerer  the  crime  was 
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complete.  So  it  was  in  the  cafe  of  Lee  again  ft  Plimpton. 
Mr.  Lee  was  candid  enough  to  cite  this,  though  againft 
him.  I  am  very  far  from  being  fatisfied  that  thefe  ar¬ 
guments  raife  a  doubt,  that  tins  is  not  a  mifdemeanor. 
if  it  Vvras  a  doubtful  matter,  I  fhould  be  of  opinion  to 
have  it  determined  in  that  way,  where  it  could  not  be 
concluded  by  the  opinion  of  this  court,  but  might  go 
farther. 

Mr.  Justice  Yates. 

The  counfel  for  the  defendant  have  very  ingenioufly, 
and  with  great  ability,  endeavoured  to  lead  off  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  court  from  trying  the  queftion,  to  that  which 
is  not  the  queftion.  With  this  view  they  have  learnedly 
debated,  whether  the  ftatute  of  Edward  the  fixth  extends 
to  Jamaica  j  whether  a  fale  of  office  is  an  offence  at 
common  law,  or  not  ? — When,  after  all,  this  has  not  the 
ieaft  femblance  of  a  fale  of  office,  nay,  the  defendant 
don’t  affiume  the  chara&er  of  a  purchafer  ;  for,  by  his 
own  affidavit  and  offer,  it  is  for  fuch  perfons  as  ftiall 
have  procured  the  reverfion  for  him.  Now,  in  all  pur- 
chafes,  the  contracting  parties  muft  be  deemed  to  have  a 
power  to  fulfil  the  contract.  That,  in  this  cafe,  fup- 
pofes  the  office  faleable  ;  that  it  fhould  be  an  office  within 
the  power  of  the  duke  of  Grafton  himfelf  to  grant,— the 
defendant  does  not  look  upon  it  in  that  light  ;  but  there 
is  a  fum  of  money  offered  for  the  procuring  this  office, 
which  the  defendant  tells  us,  is  in  the  gift  of  the  crown. 
Another  thing  too,— when  fair  purchafes  are  made,  they 
don’t  come  cloaked  up  in  an  affidavit  of  fecrcfy,  but  a 
frank,  open,  and  ingenuous  offer,  if  the  heart  means 
honeftly.  In  this  cafe  there  is  an  affidavit  of  the  utmoft 
fecrefy, — the  letter  fays,  that  the  propofal  requires  the 
utmoft  fecrefy  ;  and,  to  anlwer  the  explanation  given 
of  this  affidavit  of  fecrefy,  it  is  Laid, — that  the  defendant 
might  be  confidered  in  the  light  of  an  indifferent  pci  (on.— 
I  fee,  in  this  letter  he  defires,  that  if  the  offer  be  not  re¬ 
ceived,  that  he  may  then  have  the  affidavit  bucic,  m 
order  to  deftroy  it;— when,  if  all  his  apprehenfion  was, 
left  the  duke  fhould  fufpe&  he  meant  to  entrap  him,  if 
the  oher  was  rciCcled  ;  where  was  that  trap  that  fhouhi 
make  it  neceffary,  after  the  affair  was  over,  to  deftroy 
the  affidavit  ?  This  is  the  true  queftion  ;  and  I  am  lorry 
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that  ever  fuch  a  queftion  fhould  be  made  a  queftion— . 
Whether  a  bribery  to  obtain  an  office,  /hall  be  an  offence 


or  no?— It  is  Hated  by  the  defendant  himfejf,  to  be  an 
office  of  great  truft  and  profit.  The  method  ufed  to 
obtain  it,  is  to  influence  a  privy-counfellor  to  induce, 
or  to  warp  the  judgement  of  the  king  to  give  an  office  of 
fo  much  confequence,  merely  from  the  motive  offered  in 
this  caie  to  the  duke,— the  moti've  of  a  revjcivd  to  procure 
his  intereft.  But  however,  as  this  matter  will  ftill  be 
open  for  the  defendant  to  debate  hereafter,  I  /hall  think 
it  wrong  to  go  into  the  queffiion  too  much  now.  The 
light  the  folici tor-general  put  it  in  at  laft,  is  right;  and 
even  if  it  was  but  queftionable,  it  would  be  right  to  go 
into  it  ;  it  would  be  wrong  for  us  to  anticipate  the  final 
decifion  of  that  queftion,  which  he  will  be  afterwards  at 
liberty  to  make  by  demurrer.  I  fhall  reftrain  mvfelf 
from  making  further  obfervations  now  ;  but  it  is  "cer¬ 
tainly  a  matter  fit  for  an  enquiry,  and  the  defendant  and 
profecutor  will  have  time  to  confider  the  matter  more 
fully. 


Mr.  Justice  Astont. 
I  am  of  the  fame  opinion. 

Mr.  Justice  Willes. 
I  am  alfo  of  the  lame  opinion,. 


An  impartial  Review  of  Mr.  VAUGHAN’i 


Conduct. 


H  E  reader  is  now  acquainted  with  all  the  facts  re- 


A  lative  to  this  tranfaclion.  It  only  remains  to  explain 
Mr.  Vaughan’s  motives,  and  fo  fubmit  them  to  the 


public. 


Pie  neither  folicits,  nor  experts  to  meet  with  any  fa¬ 
vour  from  his  enemies ;  but  trufts,  that  all  good  and 
honeft  men  will  make  proper  allowances  for  the  force  of 
the  motives  which  influenced  him  in  this  affair. 

Let  it  be  remembered  ; 

That  immediately  upon  his  return  from  Jamaica,  he 
applied  to  the  duke  of  Grafton  and  general  Conway, 
then  fecretaries  of  ftate,  (with  whom  the  appointment 
to  that  office  refted)  to  prefent  a  petition  to  the  king. 


praying 
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praying  the  reverfion  thereof.  This,  however,  diJ  not 
iucceed,  though  he  purfued  exactly  the  fame  plan  that 
MefT.  Lawton’  and  Paxton  had  done  in  petitioning  the 
kincr  •  though  the  fulleft  teftimonials  in  his  favour,  from 
the  affemblf  in  Jamaica,  were  fu  per  added  ;  and  fupported 
alfo  by  the  recommendation  of  thofe,  who  might  be  pre¬ 
fumed  to  be  the  beft  judges  in  this  kingdom  ot  the  pro¬ 
priety  of  his  application. —  Fhus  the  ahull  llcpt  foi  three 
years  when,  being  afliired  on  good  authority,  that  the 
duke  of  Grafton  was  endeavouring  to  procure  a  rejigna- 
tion  of  the  patent ,  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  ute  every 
means  in  his  power  to  defend  his  property  in  tne  raj:’,,  fo 
uniuftly  attacked ,  and  to  fecure  the  chance  of  renewing 
his  leafe;  or,  in  cafe  of  Mr.  Farley’s  reflation,  or 
death,  to  procure  a  patent.  For  which  purpoie— he  lo- 
licited  Meff.  Richardfon  and  Tufnell,  to  fell  and  ma..e 
over  to  him,  their  moiety  in  the  patent  for  Mr.  1'  arley  s 
life— -he  applied  alfo  to  Mr.  Whittington  for  the  fame 
purpofe;— he  propofed  to  Mr.  Howell,  that  each  firould 
determine  what  they  would  give  for  the  purchafe  of  it,  and 
by  that  means  fettle  the  matter  between  themfelves 
he  defired  Mr.  Richardfon  to  apply  (by  means  of  h.s  rela¬ 
tion,  Mr.  Stonehewer,  fecretary  to  the  duke  of  Grat  ton  J 
for  a  patent  in  his  own  and  his  ion’s  name he  offeree  lO 
o-ive Mr.  Richardfon  and  captainTufnell  whatioever  m  rea- 
fonthey  firould  fix  upon.— All  thefe  meafures  failing,  he 
defired  Mr.  Newcome  to  deliver  his  cafe,  report,  or  /*•  .<- 
menials ,  and  to  communicate  his  propofals  to  the  duke, 
in  fuch  manner  as  he  fhould  judge  proper.  Towcver, 
to  prevent  this  application  to  the  duke ■  (with  worn  he 
v/ifned  to  have  no  concern,)  he  offered  Mr.  lyich.m..  m  u 
fum  for  his  intereft  in  Mr.  Farley  s  hie,  which  wou  d 
have  effedlually  fecured  his  property,  and  which  wou.d 
have  been  accented,  had  captain  'I  ufnell  comented.^  La¬ 
this  likewife  proving  ineffectual,  by  Mr.  Newcome  s  ec- 
clinins  what  he  had  once  affented  to;  and  being  exUuet 
by  the  affidavit  he  had  made  in  confequence  thereof,  com 
employing  or  applying  to  any  other  perfon  but  the  duke 
.  himfelf;  and  conhdering  the  powerful  intereft  opeiutmg 
againft  him,  he  found  that  the  only  alternative  was,--- 
either  to  fubmit  to  be  deprived  of  his  right  in  t  ie  leafe  , 

or  to  anply  immediately  to  the  duxe,  with  w  uosc  appro 
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banon  the  *  attack  appeared  to  him  to  have  been  made, 
^J,n  wil0m  only  the  power  of  redrefs  feemed  to  be 

.  |k’  ther"fore  of  himfelf  applied  to  the  duke  of  Grafton, 
I'*'  5  rjb’  t'lat  when  his  pretenfions  were  known  and  at- 
t  need  to,  he  fhould  be  proteaed  in  his  legal  right  at 
Jean,  if  not  rewarded  for  his  fcrvice ;  and  at  the°  fame 
time  offered  his  money,  in  order  to  put  himfelf  on  an 
equal  footing  with  Mr.  Howell ;  who,  he  made  no  doubt, 
had  offered  money  on  his  part:  for,  he  could  no  other- 
w.  e.dcvife  why  the  duke  of  Grafton  (when  the  office 
yeas  in  his  province,  as  fecretary  of  Hate)  had  refufed  to 
interfere  in  procuring  a  REVERSION, -the’  injurious  to 
no  one  ;  and  vet  when  firft  lord  of  the  treafury  (though 
;cn?  as  by.Mrv  Polluck’s  affidavit,  it  was  confeffedly  o°ut 
0i  h,S  P™v'n“)  flwuld  go  further,  and  endeavour  to 
p.ocuieaRHSIGNA  I  ION,  which  would  neceffarily  in¬ 
jure  Mr  Vaughan,  by  annulling  his  right  in  an  unexpired 
Jeale.  He  could  fee  no  other  reafon,  why  Mr.  Howell 
who  could  only  be  fuppofed  to  have  lucrative  views,’ 
jnould  have  the  preference  given  to  him;  uniefs  fome 
ice  01  con fi derat  1  on  had  been  offe.^ed  +.  He  concluded 
therefore,  that  Mr.  Howell  had  either  offered  money 
or  that  the  place  was  intended  to  be  given  to  him  as'a 
w  com  pence  for  minifterial  fervices.  In  the  firft  of  thefe 
cafes,  he  imagined  himfelf  to  have  an  equal  riaht  to 
maice  an  offer,  which  appeared  to  him  juftifiable,  (as 
being  the  only  means  left  to  defend  and  nreferve  his 
tight  in  the  leafe,)  in  order  to  counter-ad  that  of  Mr 
Howell  s  :  or,  in  the  latter  cafe,  he  reflected  with  him- 
ieir,  that  the  money  might  be  given  as  a  reward  to  Mr 
Howell,  inftead  of  the  office. 

I  lie  patent  had  been  firft  mortgaged,  afterwards  fold 
under  a  decree  of  the  court  of  chancery  for  the  payment 

*  AS  a  further  proof  of  this,  (if  any  be  wanted)  the  duke 
Pi  Grafton  told  Mr.  Richardfon,  that  he  would  give  the  nlac- 
to  fuel,  perfons  as  Mr.  Bradlhaw  fliould  recommend  ,  which  was 
tne  principal  caufe  that  determined  Mr.  Vaughan  to  make  a  per- 
loiial  application.  F 

+  ,M.‘;  VauSha,n  cou'd  not  then  entertain  fo  mean  an  ooinion  of 
e  duke>  ,as  to  fuPPofe  the  attack  proceeded  from  revenue  for 
,ae  °Ppofition  made  by  him  to  minifterial  meafures. 
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bf  debts,  had  been  fiiice  bequeathed,  fold,  and  demifed ; 
and  fimilar  offices  in  Weftimnfter-hall,  held  under  the 
lord  chief-iuftice  for  the  time  being,  have  for  time  im¬ 
memorial  been  fold  ;  therefore  there  was  no  reafon  to 
think  it  an  office  that  was  not  falcable.  Mr.  Vaughan 
thus  looked  upon  the  offer  in  no  other  light,  than 
merely  as  the  giving  one  confideration  for  another ;  and 
at  the  fame  time  was  uninformed  how  the  money  aiding 
from  fuch  grants  were  appropriated,  whether  into  the 
treafury,  the  privy-purfe,  or  otherwife.  Whereas,  he 
deemed  bribery  and  corruption  to  be  the  offering  money 
for  doing  fomething  either  immoral,  bad  in  itfelf,  or  in¬ 
jurious  to  the  ftate  ;  and  judging  it  clear  of  all  fuch  ob¬ 
jections,  he  made  the  propofal  with  the  lefs  fcruple :  for 
it  was  in  defence  of  his  invaded  right,  and  accom¬ 
panied  alio  with  luch  reafons ,  as  he  made  no  doubt  would 
fully  juftify  his  pretentions. 

He  likewife  knew,  that  where  there  was  no  parlia¬ 
mentary  or  other  equivalent  intcreft  to  recommend,  it 
was  ufual  and  cuffomary  to  propofe,  and  in  confequence, 
to  accept  of  a  fine  or  perquifite  for  patents  for  lucrative 
places  in  the  plantations  not  judicial,  of  the  fame  nature 
with  his  own '8  and  that  places  in  England,  fimilar  to 

his, 

*  The  3d  of  George  the  third,  C.  William  Windham,  efq; 
had  the  following  grants  by  patent,  ojitc. — “  Secretary  to  the 
“  governor  and  council,”  and  “  clerk  to  the  feveral  courts  in  the 

**  ifland  of  Barbadoes,”--- the  “  rt^erfion  of  fecretary  to  the  ittand 
«  of  Jamaica,”--- and  the  “  recoerfion  of  regifter  in  chancery  in  the 
“  ifhnd  of  Jamaica,”  which  office  with  much  more  propriety 
might  be  deemed  to  concern  the  ad/ninif ration  and  execution  of 
juf  ice, than  that  of  Mr  .Vaughan  s.  Had  the  firft(  which  comprehend* 
the  fame  trutts  as  are  velted  in  the  clerk  ot  the  lupreme  court  in 
Jamaica)  been  in  any  refpe£t  judicial,  is  it  probable  that  three 
offices  in  diftant  iflands,  ffiould  have  been  granted  to  one  and  the 
fame  perfon  ?  But  further,-*- about  fifty  years  ago,  the  patent  for 
“  fecretary  to  the  governor  and  council,”  and  “clerk  to  the 
“  feveral  courts  in  the  Leeward  Iflands ”  was  granted  to  Wave! 

Smith,  and  Savil  Cull,  efqrs.  and  to  the  furvivor. - Mr.  Cuff, 

the  furviving  patentee,  is  ftill  living,  hut  is  only  truftee  for  the 
benefit  of  the  nephew  and  niece  ot  the  fa i d  Wavel  Smith,  de- 

ceafed. - About  feven  years  ago,  James  Ofwald,  efqj  obtained 

the  rcnjetjion  of  the  faid  place  for  his  Ion,  then  an  infant* 
N.  B.  The  fecretary  for  the  Leeward  Iflands  is  vetted  with 
fame  trutts  with  which  the  patent  vefts  the  chief  clerk  ol  the  fu- 
preme  court  in  Jamaica,  Mr.  Vaughan  apprehends,  that  his 

O  office 
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his,  were  the  conftant  perquifite  of  the  lord  chief-juftke 
lor  the  time  being.  He  was  alfo  certain,  that  many 
other  places  had  been  fold  by  thofe  who  had  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  them  f.  Mr.  Vaughan  therefore  fuppofed  the 
cuftom  to  be  fo  univerfal,  that  unlefs  he  complied  there¬ 
with,  it  was  impoffible  for  him  to  obtain  the  office, 
though  ever  fo  capable  of  ferving  his  country  in  it. 


office  cannot  he  judicial,  not  only  from  the  nature  of  it,  but 
likewife  from  the  manner  of  the  appointment  to  it.  For  all 
places  which  ate  judicial,  are  granted  only  and  direttly  to  fuch 
as  are  fuppoled  properly  qualified,  with  condition  that  they  (hall 
ad  in  perfon  :  whereas,  the  patent  for  Mr.  Vaughan’s  office  hath 
jio  fuck  limitation,  but  allows  the  patentee  to  depute  any  perfon 
to  execute  the  office  for  him,  a  Mulatto  or  Negroe,  being 
Britifh  fubjeds,  not  excepted. 

t  The  following  are  feleded  from  the  numerous  inftances 
which  may  be  produced.  Sir  Robert  Walpole,  when  firft  lord 
of  the  treafury,  appointed  Mr.  Parfons  comptroller  of  the 
cuftoms,  with  an  annuity  quartered  upon  him,  for  the  payment 
of  500  1.  per  annum,  to  Sir  Robert’s  daughter,  Gabe  Walpole’s 

widow,  but  now  lady  Mary  Churchill. - When  lord  Halifax  was 

1'ecretary  of  ftate,  his  friend  Mr.  Donaldfon  obtained  appoint¬ 
ments  to  feveral  places  in  the  colonies,  all  which  he  fold.—— 
While  the  duke  of  Grafton  was  firft  lord  of  the  treafury,  colonel 
Burgoyne  had  the  appointment  of  the  colledor  of  the  cuftoms 
at  Exeter,  a  plac  tin  the  gift  of  the  treafury,  which  he  fold,  and 
a  confideration  was  given  for  an  annuity  of  100  1.  per  annum ,  to 

be  paid  out  of  the  profits  to  a  third  perfon. - And  it  may  be 

afked,  whether  Mr.  Burrell  had  not  the  appointment  of  the  fur- 
veyor  of  the  woods  in  England  ?  and,  whether  a  perfon  is  not 

quartered  upon  him,  who  is  to  receive  500I.  per  annum  ? - - 

Mr.  William  Smith,  attorney  at  law,  in  Miles’-lane,  had  direc¬ 
tions  from  a  perfon  to  draw  up  a  bond  for  him,  in  which  he 
agreed  to  pay  a  gratuity  to  Mr.  Stonehewer,  Secretary  to  the 
duke  of  Grafton,  in  confideration  (which  was  therein  fully  re¬ 
cited)  of  his  being  appointed  to  a  place.  Mr.  Smith  accordingly 
drew  up  the  bond  and  engrofled  it.  This  gentleman,  however, 
(as  may  be  prefumed)  not  being  the  perfon  ufually  employed  on 
fuch  occafions,  Mr.  Stonehewer,  in  company  with  another  perfon 
as  witnefs,  (fince  the  attack  upon  Mr.  Vaughan)  carried  the  bond 
to  him  executed ,  and  afked  him,  by  whofe  authority  he  had  drawn 
it  ?  Mr.  Smith  anfwered,  that  he  had  done  it  by  order  of  the 
Obligor.  Mr.  Stonehewer  then  told  him,  that  the  Obligor  had 
no  authority  for  fo  doing  ;  and  defired  he  would  take  notice, 
that  he  was  now  come  to  cancel  the  bond  in  his  prefence;  which 
was  accordingly  done.  But  quere,---Doth  not  Mr.  Watkins  of 
Charing- crofs,  know  of  many  appointments,  in  confequence  of 
fu*li  con tra&$ } 
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Thefe  reafons,  with  the  perfuafion  that  the  public, 
as  well  as  himfelf,  would  be  benefited  by  his  obtaining, 
or  being  continued  in  that  office,  influenced  his  con¬ 
duct. — He  admits  that  felf-intereft  might  be,  and  was  a 
ft  im  ulus  to  his  purfuit.  But  had  intereft  been  entirely 
out  of  the  queftion,  it  may  be  fairly  concluded,  from 
his  conduct  refpeCting  Mr.  Evans,  that,  he  would  have 
been  equally  lolicitous  for  the  appointment  of  a  proper 
perfon  to  difeharge  the  duties  of  the  office.— Was  it, 
could  it  be  for  the  advantage  of  the  public,  that  a  place 
of  fuch  importance  fhould  fall  into  the  hands  of  one, 
who  being  originally  a  furgeon  by  profeffion,  could  not 
be  fuppofed  the  propereft  perfon  to  be  entrufted  with  it, 
and  whofe  motives  appeared  to  be  merely  lucrative  ? 
Whereas,  Mr.  Vaughan  may  plead  in  fupport  of  his 
pretenfions,  that  he  did  not  give  a  bare  promife  or  verbal 
affurance  of  his  fidelity  to  the  public.  The  large  fums 
of  money  owing  to  him,  and  his  real  c-ftate  in  that  ifland, 
which  would  defeend  to  his  family  after  him,  were,  and 
would  continue  to  be,  a  moft  unquestionable  lecurity  (as 
being  their  own  intereft)  that  judgements  fhould  be  re¬ 
gularly  recorded,  Ccc.  upon  which  the  fecurity  of  gene¬ 
ral  property  fo  very  much  depended.  Befides,  he  had 
given  demonftrable  proof  of  difeharging  the  duties  of 
that  office  with  ability  and  fidelity  ;  for,  during  the  courfe 
of  feveral  years,  when  no  way  perfonally  interefted,  he 
had  fhewn  a  real  concern  for  the  proper  management  of 
it :  and  when  he  was  accidentally  and  unexpectedly  ap¬ 
pointed  thereto,  he  went  to  Jamaica  on  purpofe  to  me¬ 
thodize  and  regulate  it,  and  gave  liberal  and  much  great¬ 
er  encouragement  to  perfons  of  character  and  ability,  to 
tranfaCt  the  bufinefs  thereof,  than  had  ever  been  done  be¬ 
fore  ; — the  good  efteCts  of  which  appear  by  the  feveral 
votes  of  the  aftembly  relative  to  the  office— Had  Mr. 
Howell  anyone  of  thefe  circumftances  in  his  favour? 
And  yet,  inftead  of  a  preference  being  given  to  Mr. 
Vaughan,  which  feemed  to  be  fo  juftly  his  due,  his 
property  was  invaded,  and  well  nigh  wrefted  from  him  ; 
and  there  was  an  avowed  defign  to  give  the  place  to  one, 
who  had  by  no  means  an  equal,  if  the  leaft,  pretenfion. 

Many  objections  have  been  made  to  the  oath  of  fccrefy, 
but  the  feveral  reafons  given  in  page  25,  will  readily 
occur  to  every  candid  reader,  for  Mr.  Vaughan’s  vindi- 
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cation  :  the  affidavit  was'  in  order  to  fct  Mr.  Vaughan 
merely  in  the  light  of  an  indifferent  perfon.  And 
it  may  be  added,  that  it  was  done  likewife  with  a  view  to 
prevent  any  cenfure  which  might  arife  from  Mr.  Howell, 
his  friends,  or  others  ;  who  might  otherwife  know  the 
propofal,  without  knowing  at  the  fame  time,  the  reafons 
and  grounds  of  Mr.  Vaughan’s  pretenfions,  (founded 
upon  the  public  fecurity  in  his  appointment)  which  were 
too  complicated  for  public  notice. 

It  may  be  urged  likewife  in  Mr.  Vaughan’s  favour, 
irritated  as  he  then  was,  and  attending  to  his  own  cafe 
only,  that,  though  the  evil  of  offering  money  to  a  mini- 
fler  was  apparent,  (and,  at  a  time  when  corruption  was 
increafed  to  fuch  a  high  degree  as  to  threaten  the  di Ab¬ 
lution  of  the  heft  government  in  the  world)  yet,  per- 
fuadedas  he  was,  that  Mr.  Howell  had  offered  money,  and 
that  his  withholding  the  offer  would  not  have  prevented 
the  evil,  he  could  not  but  think,  that  his  offer ,  of  tivo  evils 
(the  greateff  whereof  feemed  impoffible  to  be  prevented) 
would  have  been  the  leajl ;  and  if  he  a  died  in  the  fame 
manner  as  his  antagonift  did,  he  intended  no  more  than 
that  it  fhould  operate  to  remove  all  bias  from  %  and  to 
leave  the  duke  of  Grafton  at  full  liberty  to  follow  his  own 
judgement  in  the  difpofal  of  the  office  for  the  public 
good.  Thus,  it  is  but  too  notorious,  that  perfons  whofe 
views  are  purely  patriotic,  when  they  endeavour  to  obtain 
a  feat  in  parliament,  are  obliged  to  "fubmit  to  the  evil  cuf- 
tom  of  the  times,  by  treating,  kc.  nay,  ft  may  be  doubted, 
in  the  prefent  day,  whether  perfons,  however  well  qualified 
or entitled  by  merit,  can  expect,  from  that  plea  only,  toferve 
their  country  in  any  ftation  whatfoever,  without  ffrff 
conforming  to  the  ufual  cuflom ;  fo  that  however  Mr. 
Vaughan  might  with  a  reformation,  and  that,  as  general 
as  is  the  evil ,  yet  when  the  good  of  the  community  in 
this  inftance  was  taken  into  confideration,  he  might  think 
himfclf  juftificd  in  complying  with  the  corrupt  practice 

*  If  Mr.  Vaughan  does  the  duke  any  injuftice  by  thefe  re¬ 
flexions,  he  begs  his  pardon  ;  but  he  finds  it  neceflary  to  men¬ 
tion  them,  to  fhew  the  real  motives  which  influenced  his  mind 
and  conduct.  Indeed,  he  at  firlt  told  Mr.  Sharp,  that  if  the 
duke  thought  an  indignity  had  been  offered  to  him,  he  was  ready 
to  make  an  acknowledgement  for  the  indiferetion  ;  but  this  was 
confidered  as  too  flight  an  atonement  for  an  offence  committed 
againif  fo  chafle  and  virtuous  a  chara&er. 
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of  the  times.  However,  he  is  now  fully  convinced, 
that  nothing  is  more  true  than  that  maxim  in  morals. 
Evil  is  not  to  be  done ,  that  good  may  come. 

If  Mr.  Vaughan  had  been  confcious  that  he  was  act¬ 
ing  an  unjuftiftable  part,  is  it  likely  that  he  would  have 
attempted  to  engage  a  perfon  of  Mr.  Newcome’s  cha¬ 
racter  to  lend  him  his  affiftance  ?  Or,  is  it  likely,  that 
Mr.  Newcome,  under  fuch  an  idea,  would  have  under¬ 
taken  (which  he  did  at  firft)  to  make  the  propofal  ?  Nay, 
when  Mr.  Newcome  declined,  it  was  not  from  any  ap- 
prehenfion  that  the  action  was  criminal. 

If  Mr.  Vaughan  had  confidered  the  offer  in  the  light 
of  a  corrupt  bribe,  it  is  improbable  that  he  (who  had  fo 
vigoroufly  oppofed  undue  influence  and  unconftitutional 
exertions  of  power,  even  though  his  oppofition  had  pro¬ 
ceeded  from  factious  views)  would  have  made  it  in  a 
manner  fo  unguarded.  A  man  in  his  circumftances, 
under  fuch  a  perfuafion,  would  have  uled  very  different 
methods.-— But  Mr.  Vaughan,  confcious  of  no  guilt  in 
the  tranfaction,  wras  free  from  all  fufpicion. — If  he  had 
thought  the  action  to  be  criminal,  he  muff  have  been 
aware  of  the  confequences  ; — he  muft  have  been  fenfible, 
that  he  put  himfelf  as  a  delinquent,  into  the  power  of  a 
perfon,  from  whom  he  could  expect  no  favour  ;  he 
muft  have  known,  that  as  foon  as  his  attempt  was  dif- 
clofed,  his  reputation  and  credit  would  be  deftroyed  ;  and 
that  he  muft  forever  bid  adieu  to  all  future  pretenfions  to 
a  o-ood  name. — Is  it  then  likely,  that,  with  thefe  fenti- 
merits  and  conviction,  he  fhould  have  been  lo  void  of 
prudence  and  fenfibility,  as  to  make  fuch  a  pio- 

pofal  ?  tiii 

It  may  be  faid,  that  Mr.  Vaughan  hoped  to  buy  that 

minifter’s  filence  by  his  offer  :  but  furely  he  could  not 
entertain  fo  vain  a  hope.  T.  hefum,  perhaps,  might  have 
been  thought  fufficient  as  a  fine  or  perquifite ,  to  fecure  a 
preference  to  a  lucrative  office,  to  which  he  had  alfo  fo 
good  a  claim,  and  in  the  tender  of  which,  no  injufticc 
was  fufpected;  but,  as  a  bribe  from  ail  obnoxious  man, 
who  was  defirous  of  gaining  an  office  in  an  unwarrantable 
way,  it  could  not  pofhbly  be  thought  to  have  any  influ¬ 
ence. _ If  it  had  appeared  to  Mr.  Vaughan  in  that  atro¬ 

cious  light,  however  much  (by  the  arts  of  his  enemies ) 

appearances 
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appearances  may  be  againft  him,  he  would  have  been  the 
lall  man  in  the  world  to  have  made  fuch  a  propofal  to  any 
perfon,  much  lefs  to  any  one  in  fo  elevated  a  ftation,  as 
was  the  duke  of  Grafton. 

Mr.  Vaughan  apprehends,  that  the  open  part  he  had 
taken  in  public  affairs,  both  before ,  after,  and  during 
the  whole  courfe  of  thefe  tranfa£fions,  affords  the  ftrongeft 
demonft ration,  that  no  advantage,  emolument,  or  con- 
fideration  whatfoever,  could  induce  him  to  relinquilh  his 
principles ,  to  abandon  his  connexions,  or  to  abate  his 
ardour  in  the  caufe  he  had  efpoufed  *,  and  that  he  chofe 

rather 

*  It  will  be  neceffary  to  bring  fome  fafih  to  prove  what  is  here 
a  (Verted. — Mr.  Vaughan  ftrenuoufly  exerted  himfelf  on  behalf 
of  a  man,  in  whofe'perfon  he  thought  violence  had  been  offered 
to  the  conftitution,  by  adminiflration. — He  was  one  of  the 
very  firlt  to  propofe  and  advertife  a  meeting  of  the  livery, 
to  confider  of  proper  inltru&ions  to  be  given  to  their  re- 
prefentatives  in  parliament^— — and  when  they  met,  he  had 
the  happinefs  to  find  that  they  were  determined  to  hold  a 
common  hall,  at  which  they  afterwards  refolved  nein .  con.  upon  the 
inftrudfions  given  to  their  members.  This  part  of  his  conduct 
was  prior  to  the  attack  made  upon  his  property,  of  which  he  had 
not  the  leaft  fufpicion  till  February. — Between  this  lalt  men¬ 
tioned  period,  and  the  time  when  his  letter  to  the  duke  was 
written,  he  oppofed,  as  much  as  lay  in  his  power,  the  addrefs 
that  was  prefented  to  the  throne  the  zzd  of  March,  under  the 
l'pecious  title  of  ‘  The  Merchants,  Traders,  and  other  princi¬ 
pal  Inhabitants  of  the  City  of  London:’  —  he  uied  his  utmoff 
endeavours  to  promote  the  election  of  Meff.  Sawbridge  and 
Townfend  to  be  aldermen,  and  afterwards  to  be  (heriffs  of  the 
city  of  London  he  figned,  and  exerted  himfelf  in  forwarding 
the  Middlefex  Petition,  prefented  *on  the  24th  of  March  j — — 
he  advertifed  the  meeting  of  the  livery  of  London,  to  con¬ 
fider  of  a  petition  to  his  Majefly  5 - he  figned  the  requi- 

iition  delivered  (May  the  9th)  to  the  lord-mayor,  that  the 
livery  might  have  the  ufe  of  the  Guild-hall ; — and  he  conftant- 
ly  attended  the  committee  (of  which  he  was  chofen  chairman) 
appointed  the  7th  of  May,  to  draw  up  the  requilition,  and  a 
petition  to  his  Majefty  tor  redrefs  of  grievances. — Now  Mr. 
Vaughan  wrote  his  letter  to  the  duke  of  Grafton,  on  the  tenth 
of  June.--- After  that  time ,  he  continued  conftantly  to  attend  the 
meetings  of  the  committee  of  the  livery  till  the  5th  of  July,  when 
the  petition  was  prefented,  faithfully  dilcharging  the  trull  le- 
pofrdin  him  \—Jince  that  time,  the  odium  which  hath  been  thrown 
upon  his  character,  hath  prevented  his  exerting  himfelf  in  the 
caufe  of  his  country  in  the  manner  which  he  otherwife  would 
have  done  ;  he  appeals  however  to  all  who  have  heard  him 
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father  to  fuffer  in  his  fortune,  by  giving  a  large  film  of 
money,  than  to  be  under  any  kind  of  tie  or  obligation  *, 
which  might  refirain  him  from  fupporting  an  Honcjl  In~ 
dependence. — Whereas,  he  muft  have  known,  on  the 
other  hand,  that  had  he  efpoufed  and  abetted  minifterial 
meafuies,  he  would,  mod  probably,  have  prevented  the 
invafion  of  his  property,  and  might  have  obtained  the  of¬ 
fice  5  as  before  in  equity  his  right,  or  cl  dim,  might  be 
deemed  vaftly  fuperior  to  that  of  his  opponent. 

Upon  the  whole,  Mr.  Vaughan  having  re-confidered 
the  matter,  is  thoroughly  convinced  that  it  is  highly  cri¬ 
minal  in  a  miniiter  to  (ell  to  the  hig'neft  bidder,  that  high 
trull:  which  the  conflitution  vefts  in  the  crown,  the  difpo- 
falof public  offices  3  and  consequently,  that  it  is  wrong  to 
tempt  a  minifter  to  fell  his  intereft  in  the  direction  or  dif- 
pofal  of  them  f*  Mr.  Vaughan  however  afferts,  that  the 
error  of  his  condu£t  was  owing  not  to  difhonefty,  but  im¬ 
prudence  ;  becaufe  when  he  made  the  offer  to  the  duke, 
(circumftanced  as  he  then  was)  it  appeared  to  him  jufti- 
tiable  from  an  opinion,  (attending  to  his  own  cafe  only) 

fpeak  on  that  fubjeft,  whether  he  has  not  uniformly  exprefled  a 
llrong  diflike  to  the  meafures  purfued  by  the  miniftry.--Was  it  Mr. 
Vaughan’s  private  intereft  to  have  adled  in  this  manner  ?  Per¬ 
haps  it  may  be  faid,  that  he  intended  firft  to  make  himfelf  re¬ 
markable,  and  then  to  fell  himfelf.---But  where  has  he  given  th* 
lead  intimation  of  this  ?  Mr.  Vaughan  defires  the  duke  of  Graf¬ 
ton,  or  any  other  perfon  who  hath  proof  of  this,  to  publifli  it  to 
the  world, ---if  he  be  a  hypocrite,  by  their  (hewing  him  in  hi« 
true  colours,  they  may  polfibly  do  fome  fervice. 

*  In  proof  of  this,  the  following  circumlfance  may  be  men¬ 
tioned  :  as  Mr.  Vaughan  wras  coming  from  the  London  Tavern, 
(June  the  13th)  in  company  with  Mr.  Townfend  and  Mr.  Horne, 
he  told  them  in  a  jocof'e  manner,  ‘  that  he  was  then  going  to  a 

*  perfon  whom  they  little  fufpedted  Mr.  Horne  afked,  4  who 
4  it  w'as  Mr.  Vaughan  replied,  4  to  the  duke  of  Grafton,  but 

*  he  could  allure  them  it  was  not  to  afk  a  favour.’ 

-f  As  there  is  no  llature-law  by  which  the  offering  money  for 
a  place  can  be  found  penal,  nor  yet  a  fingle  inltance  of  any  cale 
in  common  law',  where  it  hath  been  adjudged  a  mifdemeanor, 
Mr.  Vaughan  trufts,  that  His  indiferetion  will  produce 
a  parliamentary  enquiry  into  this  fource  of  corruption,  from 
whence  fupplies  may  be  drawn  by  a  bad  minifter  to  fubvert  the 
conflitution  ;  and  that  in  confequence,  a  law  may  be  pafTed  to 
make  it  penal,  not  only  in  the  ininilter  who  receives,  but  in  the 
perfon  who  offers  to  purchafe  a  place. ---If  this  fhould  ever  hap¬ 
pen,  Mr.  Vaughan  would  confuler  his  indiferetion  and  fuffer- 
ings,  as  the  happieft  incident  of  his  life, 

that 
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that  he  was  not  deviating  from  the  principles  of  integrity, 
vv^'cn  he  fubmitted  to  a  cuftom  of  the  times,  in  offering 
money  for  a  place,  not  judicial  ;  and  thinking  he  fhould 
t  i  ere  by  induce  the  in  in  ifier  to  dilcharge  his  duty,  in  giv¬ 
ing  a  preference  to  the  man  who  had  The  beft  claim,  and 
who,  by  an  experienced  fervice,  was  the  moft  likely  to  do 
jul. ice  to  the  public.  He  pleads  likewife,  that,  the  inju¬ 
ries  done  to  him,  difpofed  him  the  more  readily  to  cherifh 
and  give  credit  to  this  opinion  ; — a  fentiment,  which  pro¬ 
ceeded  from  knowledge,  not  only  that  the  reverfion  of 
the  office  might  be  difpofed  of  to  another,  whofe  preten- 
fions  were  far  inferior  to  his  own,  but  that  there  was  a 
(lelign  to  rob  him  of  his  property  in  the  leafe. 

The  public  have  now  a  faithful  and  circumftantial  ac¬ 
count  of  the  tranfa&ions  which  occurred  in  the  courfe  of 
this  affair;  they  fee  the  principles  and  motives  upon 
which  Mr.  Vaughan  acted,  and  though  he  cannot  en¬ 
tirely  exculpate  himfelf,  but  rather  confefles  that  he  hath 
been  guilty  of  great  indiferetion,  yet  he  maintains,  that 
be  had  no  other  than  an  honeft  intention  in  it.  If  the 
fatts  recited,  and  this  apology ,  ihould  convid  him  of  im¬ 
prudence,  yet  he  trufls  they  will  Hill  fecure  to  him  the 
character  of  a  man  of  honour  and  integrity. 

Mr.  Vaughan  is  ready  to  fubmit  his  conduct  to  the 
equitable  tribunal  of  the  public,  hoping  that  he  (hall  never 
forfeit  their  favourable  regard,  or  thatefteem,  which  he  hath 
always^  endeavoured  to  merit :  if,  however,  any  fhould 
Hill  difapprove  and  cenfure,  there  is  (that  which  will  fup- 
port  him  under  all)  a  friend  which  hath  never  left  him, 
the  approbation  of  his  own  mind,  and  the  testimony  of  a 
good  confcience— of  which  he  cannot  be  deprived. 


Vouchers:  Shelving  the  firift  attention  Mr.  Vaughan 
hath  paid ,  in  order  to  have  the  clerk  of  the  court's  office  in 
Jamaica  under  the  direction  of  able  and  refpe  liable  per - 
Jons. 

Extract  of  a  letter  to  Mr.  Vaughan,  from  Mr.  Wil¬ 
liam  Mitchel,  many  years  head  clerk  in  that 
office  3  dated  Jamaica,  3d  April,  1769. 

*  I  have  embraced  this  earliefl  opportunity  of  writing 
*  to  you  an  account  of  the  death  of  Mr,  Hamilton,  whom 
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£  you  mud  have  highly  regarded,  becaufe  the  friendfhip 
c  he  has  received  at  your  hands,  were  fuch  as  fhew  it - 
4  in  his  death  I  have  loft  the  deareft,  heft  and  worthieft 

4  friend  that  I  had  in  this  part  of  the  world.  He  died 

5  the  firft  inftant,  at  half  after  ten  in  the  evening— 
4  there  is  this  that  comforts  me  in  the  diftrefs  of  mind 
*  I  am  in  now,  and  am  lure  it  will  you,  that  he  died 
€  with  as  fair  a  character  as  ever  any  man  did,  regretted 
‘  bY  every  one  ;  and,  with  propriety,  it  is  in  the  mouth 

4  of  all,  that  he  is  a  great  lofs  to  the  community. _ Mr. 

4  Pinnock  is  this  day  to  be  fworn  in  to  fucceed  Mr.  Ha¬ 
milton,  he  is  now  at  A/Iorant,  where  the  governor  is, 

4  and  has  lent  to  this  town  for  the  oaths  to  be  fworn  in  ; 

4  his  general  character  is,  that  he  is  a  young  man  of  great 
4  worth,  and  I  hope  will  profper  under  your  appoint- 
4  ment — particularly  a  man  of  Mr.  Pinnock’s  great  worth 
4  and  merit,  and  am  happy  in  the  thoughts  of  his  doin-T 
4  well/ 


Copy  of  a  Letter  from  Richard  Welch,  Efq;  one  of  the 
moft  eminent  Counfellors  at  Law  in  Jamaica, 

Jamaica,  10th  April,  1769. 

4  Dear  Sir, 

4  When  you  find  this  letter  proceeds  from  friendfhip 
*  to  a  gentleman  1  efteem  much,  and  who  pradlifes  at 
4  the  fame  bar  with  me,  I  hope  you  will  excufe  the  liber- 
4  ty  T  take. 

4  You  rnuft  know  that  Mr.  Pinnock,  by  virtue  of  your 
4  power,  is  now  in  your  office;  as  Mr.  Hamilton  and 
4  Mr.  Atkins  are  both  dead  ; — from  my  knowledge  of 
4  him  for  feveral  years,  in  my  opinion,  you  cannot  have 
4  a  more  diligent,  faithful,  fate,  and  refpedfable  gentle- 
4  man  to  fill  that  office. — By  placing  him  in  your  power, 

4  you  mu  ft  have  formed  a  good  opinion  of  him  yourfelf, 

4  and  jliftJy  ;  and  by  continuing  him,  l  will  venture  to 
1  lav,  you  vHl‘1  not  only  ferve  him,  but  yourfelf,  and  (I 
4  think  \  can  anfwer  for  the  whole  bar,  as  well  asmyfelf) 

4  you  will  certainly  oblige  them,  and  me  particularly,  by 
4  giving  them  an  officer,  that  muft  give  full  fatisfa&ion 
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<-  in  difcharge  of  his  duty,  and  do  honour  to  his  pfo- 
*  fellion.  I  am, 

«  Dear  Sir,  with  refpe#, 

6  Your  mod  humble  fervant, 

*  Richard  Welch. 

c  Samuel  Vaughan,  Efq;* 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  fir  George  Hampfon,  bart.  coun- 
fellor  at  law,  to  Mr.  Vaughan,  dated  Jamaica,  April 
io,  1769. 

“  Mr.  James  Pinnock  being  nominated  by  Mr.  Parley 
“  and  you,  to  hold  the  office  of  clerk  of  the  court,  was, 
“  without  difficulty,  fworn  in  by  the  governor  on  the 
<c  5th  inftant. — The  fucceffion  has  fallen  according  to 
««  your  own  appointment,  which  was  undoubtedly  done 
«  from  a  knowledge  of,  as  well  as  good-will  to  the  feve- 
«  ral  perfons  named. — I  do  not  prefume  to  recommend, 
«  —the  matter  (lands  much  better,  and  I  dare  truft  your 
own  knowledge  of  the  prefent  officer  he  has  friends 
ce  ready  to  be  (Iridtly  refponfible  for  him,  if  required  : 
“  Mr.  Cuthbert  and  myfelf  offer  ourfelves  for  this  pur- 
*c  pofe  j  and  in  cafe  diftance  or  fufficiency  fhould  be  ob~ 
««  je£led  to,  I  believe  Mr.  Samuel  Bean  and  Mr.  Freeman 
(in  London)  will  be  accountable  for  us.” 

Extra#  of  a  letter  from  Lewis  Cuthbert,  efq;  (an  eminent 
merchant  and  planter)  to  Mr.  Vaughan,  dated  Jamaica, 
April  3,  1769. 

“  Mr.  James  Pinnock,  who  is  now  in  the  country, 
cc  I  am  informed,  is  the  next  in  deputation  under  you, 
for  the  office  of  clerk  of  the  court  of  this  ifland,  which 
*<  intitles  him  to  the  immediate  appointment.  May  I 
“  prefume,  fir,  to  beg  your  continuance  of  that  gentle- 
man  to  the  deputation  ?  You  will,  by  fo  doing,  ferve  a 
cc  very  deferving  young  man,  and  the  reprefentative  of 
tc  his  father,  vvhofe  family  already  lies  under  fo  many  ob- 
<•<  ligations  to  you.  You  will  alfo  ferve  yourfelf,  as  I  am 
<c  fo  well  fatished  of  his  ability,  honour  and  integrity, 
that  I  would  mod  readily  flake  all  lam  worth  to  infure 
Cl  them.” 

N,  B.  By  letters  received  (at  the  fame  time  with  the 
foregoing)  from  a  perfon  of  ability  and  reputation, 

there  was  offered  an  advanced  rent  of  500 1.  flerling, 

more 


r  io7  ] 

more  than  what  Mr.  Vaughan  had  fet  it  for  to  Mr. 
Pinnock  ;  but  Mr.  Vaughan  preferring  the  ferving 
one  whom  he  highly  efteemed,  and  whom  he  was  fatif- 
•  hed  would  give  general  fatisfadlion  to  the  public,  re- 
jedted  the  offer,  and  continued  Mr.  Pinnock,  with¬ 
out  requiring  more  than  his  own  bare  fecurity  for 
payment  of  the  rent,  &c. 


A  Narrative  of  Tranfaftions,  j 'nee  the  Rule  againfl 
Mr .  Vaughan  was  made  ahfolute . 

The  28th  of  November,  1769,  Mr.  Vaughan  was  ferved 
with  a  Copy  of  the  following  Procefs. 

George  the  third,  by  the  grace  of  God,  of  Great- 
Britain,  France  and  Ireland,  king,  defender  of  the  faith, 
&c.  To  Samuel  Vaughan,  greeting.  We  command  you, 
by  firmly  enjoining  you,  that,  laying  afideall  excufes  and 
pretences  whatfoever,  you  perfonally  be  and  appear  before 
us  at  Weflminfler,  on  Friday,  next  after  fifteen  days 
from  the  day  of  St.  Martin,  toanfwcr  to  us  of  fuch  mat^- 
ters  and  things  as  (hall  be  then  and  there  objected  againfl 
you  on  our  behalf,  and  further  to  do  and  receive  all  thofe 
things  which  our  faid  court  (hall  then  otder  concerning 
you  ;  and  this  you  are  not  to  omit,  under  the  penalty  of 
one  hundred  pounds,  to  be  levied  upon  your  goods  and 
chatties,  lands  and  tenements,  if  you  fhall  make  default 
in  the  premifes.  Witnefs  William  Lord  Mansfield, 
at  Weflminfler,  the  twenty-feventh  day  of  November, 
in  the  tenth  year  of  our  reign. 

By  the  Court - Burrow. 

(  Endorfed ) 

James  Burrow,  coroner  and  attorney  of  our  lord  the 
king,  for  our  faid  lord  the  king,  profecuteth  this  writ 
againfl  the  within-named  Samuel  Vaughan,  upon  an  in¬ 
formation  exhibited  againfl  him  by  the  faid  James  Bur¬ 
row,  efq;  in  the  court  of  our  faid  lord  the  king,  before 
the  king  himfelf,  for  certain  trefpafles,  contempts,  and 
mifdemeanors,  whereof  he  is  impeached. 

The  30th  of  November  the  following  appeared  in  the 
London  Evening  Poll. 

P  % 
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The  following  is  a  genuine  copy  of  the  letter  written 

bv  Samuel  Vaughan,  efq;  to  his  grace  the  duke  of 

Grafton,  as  read  in  Mr.  Vaughan’s  affidavit  in  the 
court  of  king’s  bench,  on  Monday  laft. 

To  his  G - e  the  D — e  of  G - n. 

44  My  Lord, 

“  To  a  man  always  engaged  in  bufinefs,  your  grace 
44  cannot  cxpeT  any  further  circumlocution  than  what 
44  may  immediately  relate  to  the  point  in  queflion  ;  I  am 
“  therefore  to  acquaint  you,  that  if  you  can  procure 
44  for  my  fon,  the  reverfionary  patent  of  clerk  of  the 
44  crown  for  the  ifland  of  Jamaica,  I  will,  in  confidera- 
44  tion,  pay  you  the  fum  of  five  thoufand  pounds. 

44  7’hat  you  may  not  look  upon  this  as  a  mere  propo- 
44  fal,  I  inclofe  you  thefe  affidavits,  which  will  convince 
44  you  of  the  certainty  of  the  payment,  as  well  as  the  lit— 
44  tie  rifik  you  run  in  a  detection  from  my  communica- 
44  tivenefs.  I  forefee  you  will  ftartle  at  the  name  of  the 
44  propofer  ;  but  be  allured,  if  you  ferve  me  in  this  par- 
44  ticular,  you  will  bind  me  to  you  for  ever.  I  muff, 
44  however,  requeff,  that  if  this  is  not  immediately  in 
44  your  power,  or,  that  you  fhould  not  choofe  to  be  an 
44  agent  in  this  affair,  you  will  return  me  this  letter  with 
44  the  inclofed  affidavit. 

44  I  am,  my  lord,  Szc. 

44  S.  V  ” 

The  above  letter  appeared  the  next  morning  in  the 
Public  Advertifer,  the  Gazetteer,  the  Morning  Chronicle, 

and  the  Ledger. - December  the  iff,  Mr.  Pafhleyi 

(Mr.  Vaughan’s  clerk)  went  to  Mr.  Miller,  printer  of 
the  London  Evening  Poft,  and  acquainted  him,  <c  that 
44  he  was  in  court  when  Mr.  Vaughan’s  affidavit  was 
44  read  ;  that  Mr.  Vaughan’s  letter  was  not  recited  in  it, 
44  but  that  he  had  heard  it  when  read  feparately  in  court ; 
44  and  had  likewife  feen  an  office  copy  of  it,  and  from 
44  thence  could  allure  him,  that  the  letter  he  had  pub- 
44  lifhed  was  not  the  true  one.”  Mr.  Pafhley  then  de~ 
fired,  that  the  perfon  who  fent  it  might  be  given  up  ;  but 
this  Mr.  Miller  refufed,  faying,  44  that  he  was  much  de- 
44  ceived  if  he  had  not  good  authority  for  it”  Mr.  Pafh¬ 
ley  then  told  him,  44  that  Mr,  Vaughan,  in  cafe  the  let- 
5  44  ter 
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54  ter  was  not  contradidfed,  would  commence  a  profecu- 
f*  tion  againft  him,”  and  afterwards  went  to  the  pub- 
lifhers  of  the  other  papers,  giving  them  alfo  the  fame  infor¬ 
mation.  It  was  not,  however,  contradicted  by  any  of  the 
papers,  except  the  Public  Advertifer.  The  next  day, 
Mr.  Pafhley  went  a  fecond  time  to  Mr.  Miller,  alluring 
him,  that  there  was  not  a  Tingle  fentence  in  the  ktter  he 
had  publilhed,  Timilar  to  the  purport^  of  the  genuine  let¬ 
ter,  and  again  delired  that  he  would  give  up  the  author. 
Mr.  Miller  again  refufed,  and  with  fome  degree  of  ex¬ 
ultation  laid,  14  that  he  would  confirm  its  authenticity,  if 
44  not  literally,  at  leaft  materially  To.”  Mr.  Palhley  then 
told  him,  44  that  a  profecution  would  certainly  be  com- 
44  menced  againft  him,  on  account  of  the  injury  dene  to 
44  Mr.  Vaughan’s  character.”  Notwithstanding  what 
then  palled,  that  very  evening,  December  the  2d,  the 
following  article  appeared  in  the  fame  paper. 

44  A  paragraph  appearing  in  the  Public  Advertifer  of 
44  this  day ,  alluring  from  authority ,  that  the  letter  in  this 
44  paper  of  Tuefday  lalf,  figned  S.  V.  and  addrelied  to 

f4  the  D —  of  G - ,  was  fpurious,  we  Hill  afiert  its 

44  authenticity  j  if  not  literally,  at  leaf!  materially ,  as 
44  read  in  his  affidavit  on  Monday  lafh  If  the  inferter 
44  of  that  paragraph  will  favour  the  public  (which  no 
44  doubt  he  can)  with  a  literal  copy,  they  will  be  the  bell: 
44  judges  of  the  difference.” 

Immediately  after  the  above  paragraph,  followed  a  fpu¬ 
rious  fpeecb,  publilhed  as  44  Lord  Mansfield’s  fpeech, 
44  as  delivered  by  him  after  the  arguments  were  concluded 
44  for,  and  againtl  Mr.  Vaughan,  in  the  king’s  bench  on 

f4  Monday  lall,” - which  letter,  paragraph,  and  fpeech 

were  evidently  publilhed  with  intent  to  mifreprefent  Mr. 
Vaughan’s  conduct,  to  fet  him  in  an  odious  light,  and 
to  prejudice  the  minds  of  the  people  in  a  daufe  de¬ 
pending  in  court :  he  therefore  took  the  opinion  of  his 
council  how  he  might  punilh  Mr.  Miller  for  his  injurious 
publications,  and  was  told,  that,  as  the  court  was  a  court 
of  juftice  and  not  of  honour,'  2n  a£lion  would  not  lie, 
but  that  when  the  court  was  fitting,  on  motion  being 
made,  an  attachment  would  no  doubt  be  granted. 

Thefe  publications,  from  the  confident  manner  in  which 
they  were  ifiiied,  and  afterwards  affeited  to  be  authentic, 
had  fuch  ail  effect,  that  Mr.  Vaughan  found  himfelf 
j>*  *  fhunned 
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fhunncd  and  avoided  both  by  his  friends,  his  acquaintance, 
and  the  world  in  general;  ail  being  deceived  by  tho  feem^ 
ing  authenticity  of  them,  Contrary  therefore,  to  his  fet¬ 
tled  determination  of  giving  opportunity  for  a  trial,  before 
he  publifhed  a  fy liable  in  his  own  defence,  he  was  at 
length  prevailed  upon  to  publifh  his  real  letter  to  the  duke 
of  Grafton,  which  removed  in  a  great  meafure  the  odium 
occafioned  by  the  above  invidious  articles. 

The  30th  of  November,  it  was  propofed  to  Mr. 
Vaughan,  that  he  fhould  meet  two  friends,  who  both 
v/ifhed  him  well,  and  were  willing  to  give  him  their  ad¬ 
vice.  Accordingly,  upon  the  ift  of  December,  he  met 
Mr.  alderman  Trecothick,  and  George  Udney  efq;  when 
Mr.  Udney,  after  difeufling  Mr.  Vaughan’s  affair,  faid, 
that,  as  Mr.  Vaughan  had  done  an  indifereet  adfion,  for 
which  a  jury  muff  find  him  guilty  of  a  mifdemeanor,  if 
he  was  to  give  his  opinion  as  a  friend,  he  fhould  advife 
him  to  acquaint  Mr.  Wallace,  that  he  was  willing  to 
write  a  letter  to  the  duke  of  Grafton,  acknowledging  a 
concern  for  the  indiferetion  ; — this,  he  doubted  not, 
would  be  accepted,  and  prevent  all  further  proceedings  ; 
and  would  confequentlv  reffore  Mr.  Vaughan  to  his  peace, 
bub nefs  and  family  ;  adding  alfo,  that  he  had  better  leave 
public  affairs  to  thofe  better  qualified  for  that  purpofe,  and 
to  whofe  fphere  it  more  properly  belonged.  Mr.  Vaughan 
thanked  him  for  his  advice,  and  afked  him,  whether  he 
bad  read  his  affidavit  in  anfvver  to  the  duke  of  Grafton  r” 
Mr.  Udney  faid,  he  had  not  ;  but,  as  he  was  well  ac¬ 
quainted  with,  and  was  a  neighbour  to  Mr.  Wallace  and 
Mr.  Sharp  *,  that  he  was  no  ff  ranger  to  Mr.  Vaughan’s 
proceedings  with  refpedlto  the  duke  of  Grafton  ;  and  that 
Mr.  Wallace  had  fhewn  him  his  brief,  wherein  his  letter 
and  firft  affidavit  were  recited.  Mr.  Vaughan  anfwered, 

“  that  as  Mr.  Udney  had  not  fecn  his  affidavit  in  anfwer, 

“  and  much  lefs  was  acquainted  with  the  faffs  which 
were  not  neceffiary  to  he  mentioned  on  (hewing  caufe 
“  why  the  rule  fhould  not  he  made  abfolute,  he  could 
not  form  a  judgement  of  the  materials  for  his  defence  ; 

“  that  he  had  already  offered  to  Mr.  Sharp  to  make  an 
acknowledgement,  and  had  done  it  upon  record  ;  but  as 
c<  that  was  reje&ed,  although  his  property  had  been  in- 

*  Mr.  Wallace  is  council,  and  Mr.  Sharp  folicitor  tor  the 

profceutor.  * 
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u  vaded,  and  he  had  been  robbed  of  his  good  name  ever 
u  fince  the  beginning  of  Auguft  laft,  and  his  charadfer 
{fill  continued  to  be  traduced,  even  by  a  forged  letter 
€£  of  that  day  ;  he  added,  that  he  had  little  reafon  to  ex- 
“  pedl  candour  or  honour  from  his  profecutor  ;  and  there- 
«  fore,  fhould  he  make  fuch  a  propofal,  it  might  not  be 
«  accepted,  and  perhaps  be  made  a  bad  ufe  of  againft: 
cc  him.’’  Mr.  Udney  replied,  that  though  he  could  not 
anfwer  that  the  letter  would  not  be  publifhed,  yet  he  would 
pledge  his  honour  and  reputation,  that  it  fhould  not  be 
made  ufe  of  in  court  againft  him.  Mr.  Vaughan  replied, 
that  it  was  neither  fine  nor  punijhment^  but  his  cha- 
racter,  which  was  the  grand  object  of  his  attention  ; 

«  and,  though  he  was  willing  to  do  any  thing  confident 
“  with  the  charafter  of  an  honeft  man,  to  get  rid  of  a 
“  troublefome  and  expenftve  profecution,  yet  he  would 
iC  make  no  propofals  whatfoever  j  if  the  duke  would  ex- 
“  prefsly  declare  what  he  expe&ed  from  him,  he  then 
would  give  an  anfwer  otherwife  after  trial  he 
“  would  publifli  his  juftificatiou.”  Mr.  Udney  replied, 
fhould  Mr.  Vaughan  be  found  guilty,  as  he  mod  likely 
would,  the  world  would  form  their  opinion  from  that  de¬ 
termination,  and  would  pay  no  regard  to  any  publication, 
infilling  further,  that  Mr'.  Vaughan  neither  could,  nor 
durft  publifh  his  cafe,  as  it  would  evidently  be  a  contempt 
of  court.  Mr.  Vaughan  faid  in  return,  “that  he  would 
“  not  arraign  the  juftice  of  the  court,  but  would  kifs  the 
cc  rod,  and&fubmit  to  the  law’s  of  his  country  ;  that  done, 
“  he  was  pofitive  that  he  had  a  right  to  publifh  the  motives 
“  which  led  him  into  the  indiferetion  ;  but,  fuppofing  it 
“  otherwife,  he  would  do  it,  though  confinement  for 
“  life,  or  even  death  itfelf  fhould  be  the  confequence  ; 
“  for  if  truth  cannot  be  avowed  and  adhered  to,  life  itfelf 
“  would  be  burthenfome,  and  not  worth  preferving.” 
They  then  parted  as  they  met. 

December  the  2d,  Mr.  V  aughan  fent  his  clerk  to 
Jofhua  Sharp,  efq;  to  requeft  that  the  information  might 
be  filed  as  foon  as  poflible,  that  Mr.  Vaughan  might  he 
prepared  to  come  to  iffu*,  early  the  next  term.  Mr. 
Sharp  anfwered,  that  he  had  caufed  the  procefs  to  be  im¬ 
mediately  ferved  on  Mr.  Vaughan  for  that  purpofe  ;  and 
that  he  was  preparing  the  Information  for  council,  which 
fhould  be  filed  as  foon  as  poflible.  After  that  time,  Mr. 

Vaughan’s  attorney  fent  feveral  times  to  Mr.  Sharp,  re- 

quefting 


qucftihg  the  information  might  he  filed,  but  ft  was  hot 
done  before  Hilary  term,  and  then  laid  in  the  county  of 
Middlefex;  fettmg  forth  the  letter  and  affidavit,  as  having 
been  received  on  the  io th  of  June  in  Weftminftert 

but  the  cafe  and  leport  in  his  juftification  Were  entirely 
fupp  relied.  J 

I  o  the  above  tranfa&ions,  fince  the  rule  was  made  ab- 
folute,  may  be  added  the  following  circumftances,  which 
feem  to  fhew  a  defign  of  enfnaring  Mr.  Vaughan,  and  of 
inducing  him  to  enter  into  meafures  to  his  prejudice. 

I  he  latter  end  of  September,  a  perfon  of  family  and 
fortune,  font  for  a  near  relation  of  Mr.  Vaughan’s  out  of 
the  city,  to  acquaint  her  on  good  authority,  that  the 
patent  he  had  been  in  purfuit  of,  was  granted  to  Mr.  Hal¬ 
lo  well,  late  collector  in  Bofton  (Mr.  Vaughan’s  brother- 
in-law)  and  that  in  confideration  of  this  fervice,  the  duke 
had  received  fix  thoufand  pounds,  which  Mr.  Hallowell 
had  borrowed  for  that  purpofe,  from  a  friend  then  named* 
To  this  ftory  (however  fpecious  the  appearance)  Mr. 
Vaughan  gave  not  the  Jeaft  credit,  and  therefore  never 
mentioned  it  to  any  one  ;  being  likewife  aware,  that  had 
he,  it  might  have  been  coiiftrued  into  a  breach  of  privi¬ 
lege.  However,  as  Mr.  Hallowell  was  intimately  ac¬ 
quainted  with  Mr.  Brad  (haw,  Mr.  Pownall,  &c.  and  had 
a  right  to  expedl,  and  indeed,  was  promifed  to  be  pro¬ 
vided  for,  by  the  gentlemen  of  the  treafury,  Mr.  Vaughan 
thought  that  the  patent  might  be  thus  fettled  on  condi¬ 
tions  ;  efpecially  as  his  good  friend,  governor  Bernard^ 
was  juft  arrived  from  Bofton,  for  whom  it  might  be  ffip- 
pofed  a  more  ample  provifion  was  intended,  as  a  reward 
for  the  eminent  fervices  Tendered  to  bis  country  ;  it  was  not 
improbable,  but  the  patent  might  be  made  out  in  both 
their  names,  and  the  latter  quartered  upon  the  former  for 
a  fmall  part  of  the  profit. 

A  fhort  time  after  Mr.  Vaughan’s  affair  was  made  pub¬ 
lic,  a  certain  diftinguifhed  perfon,  late  of  the  law,  laid, 
that  tranfpor  tation  might  probably  be  Mr.  Vaughan’s  fate; 
and  fince  the  rule  was  made abfolute,  an  eminent  counfel- 
lor  told  a  friend  of  his,  that  there  was  no  intention  to 
fine,  but  to  render  him  infamous  by  pillory:  thefe  hints 
feem  evidently  thrown  out  with  the  defign  of  intimi¬ 
dating  Mr.  Vaughan  into  a  fubimffion,  which  might  be 
to  his  diferedit.  It  that  was  the  cafe,  they  had  not  the 

defi  red 
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report,  anfwered,“  Should  he  be  brought  to  that,  he  would 
mount  the  pillory  with  exultation ;  and  though  he  fhould 
be  very  forry  to  lofe  his  ears,  yet,  fhould  that  lofs  be  the 
means  of  public  good,  he  fhould  deem  it  a  noble  facrifice, 
and  not  regret  the  Iofs.” 

The  28th  of  November,  captain  Hughes,  a  relation 
of  Mr.  Vaughans,  who  was  bound  in  a  few  days  for 
Jamaica,  acquainted  him,  that  Mr.  Calaghan,  an  eminent 
attorney,  in  Fope’s-head-alley,  had  told  him,  he  had  his 
doubts  about  Mr.  Vaughan's  attorney  ;  and  that  he  had 
fomething  very  interefting  to  communicate,  could  he  rely 
upon  Mr.  Vaughan's  honour.  Mr.  Vaughan  returned 
his  thanks,  and  faid,  that  he  fhould  be  glad  to  fee  him. 
At  three  o’clock  on  the  fame  day,  Mr.  Calaghan  came  to 
Mr.  Vaughan,  and  dropping  all  manner  of  complaint  a- 
gain  ft  his  attorney,  faid,  that  he  fhould  be  glad  to  ferve 
a  perfon  fo  hardly  dealt  with  ;  that  he  was  well  verfed  in 
the  law  i  that  he  knew  a  cafe  in  point,  which  proved  that 
the  offer  was  no  mifdemeanor, — was  intimate  with  one 
who  had  the  confidence  of  the  duke  of  Grafton,  whom 
he  would  confult ;  and  doubted  not,  but  that  Mr.  Vaughan 
might  eafily  get  quit  of  this  troublefome  bufinefs,and  at  the 
fame  time  preferve  his  reputation.  Mr.  Vaughan  replied, 
he  fhould  be  glad  to  do  any  thing  which  was  conhftenC 
with  the  duty  and  charafter  of  a  man  of  honour,  to  pre¬ 
vent  a  troublefome  and  expenfive  profecution.  Mr.  Ca¬ 
laghan  then  faid,  that  he  fhould  fee  his  friend  in  a  few 
days,  and  would  call  with  further  information. - De¬ 

cember  the  ift,  Captain  Hughes  acquainted  Mr.  Vaughan, 
that  Mr.  Calaghan  wifhed  to  fee  him  at  his  office  :  Mr. 
Vaughan  accordingly  went,  but  did  not  find  him  at  h®me. 
Next  dav.  December  orL  Mr  (Mao-hm  ramp  fn  I\/(  r 
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fhould  make  no  propofal,  until  he  knew  what  was  ex¬ 
pected  ;  that  he  was  much  obliged  to  Mr.  Murphy  for  his 
friendly  intentions  ;  but  as  he  had  no  knowledge  of  him, 
and  as  the  affair  was  made  public,  and  the  nature  of  his 
defence  required  no  fecrecy,  he  faw  no  reafon  for  a  pri • 
vate  meeting  with  any  one;  but  that  he  fhould  be  glad  to 
meet  Mr.  Murphy  and  Mr.  Calaghan,  with  his  friend, 
Mr.  Alderman  \ 'recothick.  That,  not  feeming  to  be  re- 
lifhed,  he  named  Mr.  Richard  Oliver.  This  likewife  not 
being  approved,  and  Dr.  Dawfon  juft  entering  the  houfe, 
he  propofed  him  or  any  other  gentleman  of  character. 
Mr.  Calaghan  replied,  that  he  could  fay  nothing  to  the 
propofal,  without  firft  acquainting  Mr.  Murphy.  He 
then  affured  Mr.  Vaughan,  that  Mr.  Murphy  had  the 
confidence  of  lord  Hillfborough,  in  whofe  department 
the  office  lay,  and  that  he  was  the  proper  perfon  to  pro*- 
cure  what  Mr.  Vaughan  had  been  in  purfuit  of.  He  faid 
further,  that  he  did  not  doubt,  but  Mr.  Vaughan  might 
yet  procure  it,  and  matters/  be  fettled  to  his  fatisfa&ion. 
To  this  Mr.  Vaughan  made  no  reply ;  but  the  inftant  he 
was  gone,  called  in  his  friend,  Dr.  Dawfon,  and  acquaint¬ 
ed  him  with  what  had  paffed  ;  adding,  that  he  would  fpum 
with  indignation  an  offer  of  the  reverfion  on  thefe  terms, 
from  the  duke  of  Grafton  himfelf. — Mr.  Vaughan  hath 
heard  nothing  further  from  Mr.  Calaghan. 

The  firft  day  of  Hilary'term,  the  information  (confiff- 
ing  of  forty  (beets)  was  filed  in  the  Crown-office,  among 
other  things  fetting  forth,  4C  Be  it  remembered,  that 
James  Burrow,  efq;  coroner  and  attorney  of  our  prefent 
fovereign  lord  the  king,  in  the  court  of  our  prefent 
<c  fovereign  lord  the  king,  before  the  king  himfelf,  who, 
for  our  faid  fovereign  lord  the  king  in  this  behalf,  pro- 

fecuteth  in  his  proper  perfon,” - -that  cc  He  the  faid 

Samuel  Vaughan  (late  of  London,  merchant)  on  the 
“  ioth  of  June,  in  the  ninth  year  of  the  reign  of  our 
fovereign  lord  the  king,  with  force  of  arms,  at  W eft- 
<c  minfter  aforefaid,  in  the  county  of  Middlefex,  un- 
<c  lawfully,  wickedly,  and  corruptly  did  propofe  and  offer, 
<c  and  caufe  to  be  offered  to  the  faid  duke  of  Grafton, 
that  in  cafe  he  the  faid  duke  of  Grafton  would  procure 
“  our  faid  fovereign  lord  the  king,  by  his  letters  patent 
under  the  great  feal  of  Great-Britain,  to  grant  the  re- 
verfion  of  the  faid  office  of  chief  clerk  to  attend  the 

fupreme 
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c<  fupreme  court  above  mentioned,  for  the  natural  lives 
“  of  three  fons  of  the  hid  Samuel  Vaughan,  named  Ben- 
‘‘  jamin  Vaughan,  William  Vaughan,  and  John  Vaughan, 
‘  or  the  lives  ot  other  perfons  to  be  nominated  by  him 
the  faid  Samuel  Vaughan,  upon  the  fame  conditions  as 
“  are  mentioned  in  the  faid  letters  patent  of  his  faid  late  ma- 
“  jetty  5  that  thenhe,thefaid  Samuel  Vaughan  would,  upon 
*c  luch  letters  patent  of  our  faid  fovereign  lord  the  prefent 
“  king*  being  delivered  to  him  the  faid  Samuel  Vaughan, 
“  pay  into  the  hands  of  one  Henry  Newcome  (a  perfon 
“  well  known  to  the  faid  duke  of  Grafton)  or  to  his 
66  order,  5000I.  of  lawful  money  of  Great- Britain,  to 
be  paid  to  the  faid  duke  of  Grafton,  for  procuring  our 
“  faid  fovereign  lord  the  king  to  grant  the  revertton  of 

tc  the  faid  office  in  manner  aforefaid - unlawfully, 

“  wickedly,  corruptly  defiring,  intending  and  contriving 
“  to  tempt,  feduce,  and  corrupt  the  faid  Auguttus  Henryk 
“  duke  of  Grafton,  fo  being  one  of  the  commiffioners  for 
executing  the  office  of  treafurer  to  the  exchequer  of  our 

“  faid  prefent  fovereign  lord  the  king - and  the  ttrtt- 

named  commiffioner  in  the  letters  patent  of  our  faid 
<c  fovereign  lord  the  king,  under  the  great  fcal  of  Great- 
“  Britain,  in  that  behalf  granted,  and  alfo  one  of  the 
cc  privy-council  of  our  faid  prefent  fovereign  lord  the 
“  king, — —-and  in  great  truft  and  confidence  with  the 
€t  faid  lord  our  king  aforefaid,  to  prottitute  and  betray 
iC  the  duties  of  his  faid  offices  and  ftations,  and  the  trult 
and  confidence  fo  placed  and  repofed  in  him  by  our  faid 
iC  prefent  fovereign  lord  the  king, — -—to  the  great  dif- 
<c  honour  of  the  faid  duke  of  Grafton,  to  the  evil  and  per- 
nicious  example  of  all  others  in  the  like  cafe  offending 
againg  the  peace  of  our  faid  lord  the  king  his  crown  and 
dignity,”  6fc.  &)V. 

T  he  31ft  of  January,  iffue  was  delivered  by  Mr, 

Vaughan’s  attorney. - Since  the  term,  feveral  perfons 

have  foheited  Mr,  Vaughan  to  fupprefs  his  intended  publi¬ 
cation,  as  it  might  irritate,  and  occafion  the  bringing  the 
caufe  to  trial  next  term;  nay,  two  of  his  council  gave  their 
opinion,  to  publijh  nothing  at  ally  a  third,  not  to  puhlijh  until 
after  next  term ,  but  Mr.  Vaughan  held  the  prudential  rea- 
fons  afligned,  with  refpcdl  to  their  client’s  perfonal  inter- 
ett,  very  cheap,  when  compared  with  the  lofs  of  his  re¬ 
putation,  as  he  prefers  the  prefervation  of  his  mcraUharactcr 


*s  an  honefl  man,  to  the  faving  any  fine,  or  preventing  any 
puniihment,  that  miniferial  influence  can  caufe  to  be  in— 
flirted  upon  him. 

After  this  plain  and  faithful  narrative  of  the  whole  tranf- 
a&ions,  the  following  reflection  is  obvious. 

Had  the  duke  of  Grafton  intended  to  have  brought  Mr. 
Vaughan  to  a  trial,  he  might,  and  probably  would,  have 
moved  the  court  in  T  rinity  Term,  or  at  lead  early  in  Mi¬ 
chaelmas  Term,  and  brought  it  to  iflue  in  the  after  fit¬ 
tings.  But  the  motion  was  not  made  until  the  latter  end 
of  Michaelmas  Term,  when  the  rule  was  made  abfolute; 
yet  the  information  was  not  filed  beforp  the  firft  day  of 
Hilary  Term.  Iflue  was  delivered  within  the  eight  days, 

but  no  notice  of  trial  given,  as  ufual  in  other  cafes. - • 

It  is  hard  to  conceive  with  what  views  thofe  delays  were 
made,  unlefs  the  duke  was  defirous, — to  avoid  an  exami¬ 
nation  to  prevent  Mr.  Vaughan  from  exerting  his  en¬ 
deavours  in  the  public  caufe  he  had  efpoufed  - to  put  him 
alfo  to  a  very  great  expence*,— to  intimidate  him  into  a 
mean  fubmiflion,  or  an  acknowledgement  injurious  to  his 
honour;— or  to  continue  him  under  the  weight  of  public 
odium,  and  thereby  prepare  the  world  for  whatever  puniih¬ 
ment  a  minijiry  may  order  and  procure,  however  unpre¬ 
cedented. 


appendix. 

Shelving  from  the  printed  votes  of  the  aflfembly  in  Jamaica , 
the  fate  of  the  public  offices  in  that  ifland ;  the  complaints 
made  to  the  ajflembly  againjl  every  one  of  them ,  that  of 
the  clerk  of  the  fttpreme  court  only  excepted .  From  this 
negative,  together  with  the  pefitive  proof  before  given  of 
the  irreproachable  conduct  of  Mr.  Vaughan  in  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  that  office,  it  may  be  prefumed  that  he  had  feme 
pretence  to  lay  in  his  claim ,  if  not  to  expeCt  a  preference .  j 

Report  made  to  the  aflembly  of  Jamaica, 

<c  Martis ,  30  Die,  OCtobris  1764, 

Mr.  Edwards,  from  the  committee  appointed  to  in« 
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tc  fpe£l  into  the  ftate  and  condition  of  the  feveral  public 
«  offices  in  this  ifland,  reported,  as  follows”. 

<«  Mr.  Speaker, 

The  committee  appointed  to  infpe&  into  the  public 
offices  of  this  ifland,  in  obedience  to  the  order  of  the 
tc  houfe,  have  enquired  into  what  fees,  the  perfons  hold- 
“  ing  or  officiating  in  the  feveral  public  offices  of  this 
ifland  are  intitled  to  by  law,  and  what  fec-s  now  are, 
u  and  have  been  taken  for  bufinefs  done  in  the  faid  of- 
<c  flees. 

“  That  your  committee  for  the  fatisfa£hon  of  the  houfe  . 
<<  have  annexed  to  this  their  report,  the  feveral  accounts 
<c  tranfmitted  to  them  by  the  fecretary,  clerk  of  the  court, 
“  clerk  of  the  crown,  regifter  of  the  court  of  Chancery, 
and  clerk  of  the  patents,  provoft-marfhal,  receiver- 
“  geperal,  collector,  and  naval  officer  of  that  ifland, 
<c  marked  with  the  letters  A,  B,  C,  D,  E,  F,  G,  and  H, 
wherein  they  have  in  the  faid  feveral  accounts  fo  by 
<c  them  tranfmitted  to  your  committee,  diftinguifhed  the 
<c  fees  they  are  refpedlively  intitled  to  by  law,  and  fucli 
cc  fees  as  the  faid  officers  have  taken,  and  do  take  by  ufage 
<c  and  cuftom. 

“  That  fuch  fees  fo  by  them  taken  under  colour  and 
cc  pretence  of  ufage  and  cuftom,  are  in  many  Affiances 
ic  charged  at  four  times  more  than  is  allowed  by  law,  and 
«  thatln  general  all,  in  moft  of  the  articles  charged  in 
cc  the  faid  refpe&ive  accounts  ( except  in  the  accounts  of  the 
<5  clerk  of  the  court  and  prov  of -mar foal-general are  char- 

««  qq d  much  more  than  is  warranted  by  law. 

-  *  “  That 

r  *  The  provffi-marfiial  hath  five  percent  upon  all  returns. 
This  confiderable  allowance  was  made  (to  defray  travelling  ex- 
pences,  as  they  were  to  execute  their  bufineis  in  all  paits  of  the 
ifland,  and)  becaufe  of  the  few  a&ion*  then  brought,  hut  now 
the  number  and  amount  are  immenfe. —  I  he  clerk  of  the  court  s 
lees  now  taken,  are  the  fame  as  eftablilhed  by  law'  in  17  n,  njiz. 
for  writs  of  fummons  and  arreft,  common  plea  or  appearance, 
continuance  each  court,  rule  to  lay  by,  receiving  and  publifhing 
a  verdia,  or  default,  7d.  \  each.  Writs  of  fummons,  arreft  reple¬ 
vin,  fubpeena  and  foreign  attachment,  extradf,  difcontinuance 
pr  nonfuit,  taxing  bill  of  colts,  filing  recognizance  and  affida¬ 
vits  in  court,  or  fearch  except  by  an  attorney  whofe  name  is  on 
record  for  the  plaintiff  or  defendant,  is.  3d.  each.  Filing  a  declgra- 
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“  i'liat  fuch  exorbitant  charges  are  a  inanifeft  imperil* 
“  cion  upon  the  public,  and  are  in  direit  violation  of  -  and 
44  contrary  to,  law. 

“  By  which  illegal  and  unjuflifiable  means,  the  public 
“  have  not  only  been  impofed  upon,  but  have  been  greatly 
“  injured,  and  large  fums  of  money  have  been  by  fuch 
44  officers  raifed  upon  them  contrary  to  law. 

44  T  hat  thefe  impofitions  are  in  a  great  meafure  (in  the 
44  opinion  of  your  committee)  owing  to  the  large  annual 
44  fums  of  money  by  the  refpe&ive  deputies  of  the  feverai 
4C  patentees,  paid  to  fuch  patentees  in  England,  who  up- 
44  on  every  new  deputation  or  appointment  ufually  raife 
the  rents  of  their  refpe&ive  offices,  upon  their  refpe&ivc 
4C  deputies  here. 

“  That  the  patentees  who  refide  in  England  in  genera! 
cc  fet  up  their  leveral  offices  at  audlion  or  public  vendue, 
4C  and  the  perfon  who  bids  the  moft,  and  gives  the  beft  fe» 
46  curity  in  England,  for  the  payment  of 'the  rent,  con- 
Ki  flan ti y  obtains  the  fame;  and  fuch  extraordinary  rents 
being  given,  (is,  in  the  opinion  of  your  committee  J 
44  one  great  reafon  that  the  deputies  make  fuch  impofitions 
44  on  the  public  of  this  ifland. 

w  That  fit  ice  the  year  one  thoufand  feven  hundred  and 
44  eleven,  the  buiinefs  in  all  the  offices  are  confiderably 
increafed,  and  ybur  committee  are  of  opinion,  that  if 
4C  the  feverai  deputies  in  this  ifland  d  d  not  give  to  thepa- 
44  tentee  fuch  large  and  exorbitant  rents  for  their  offices 
44  that  the  fees  efiablifhed  by  that  law  would  be  very  fuf- 
44  ficient. 

44  7  hat  by  the  faid  a£f  for  efiablifhing  fees,  it  is  among 
other  things  enacted,  that  in  cafe  any  officer,  or  any 
4*  other  perfon  for  them,  (ball,  on  any  pretence  whatfo- 
*  ever,  prefume  to  afk,  take,  demand,  or  receive,  any 
greater  or  other  fees,  fum  or  fums  of  money,  or  other 
“•  reward,  fave  what  is  herein  before  preferibed,  (except 
“c  what  fhall  be  voluntarily  given,  or  allotted  to  lawyers 

rion  and  attefting  a  copy  thereof,  bond  of  foreign  attachment 
nrd  replevin,  writ  of  habeas  corpus ,  execution  ’venditioni,  Wither¬ 
nam  and  feire  facias,  filing  a  declaration  during  the  fetting  there¬ 
of,  fpecial  plea  figned  by  council,  or  entering  up  fatista^tion  or 
fbperfedeas  on  record  or  other  returns,  as.6d.  each.  Entering  up 
and  recording  judgments,  or  copies  thereof,  cs,  each,  current 
money  of  the  ifland  of  Jamaica. 
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c<  or  practitioners  in  law  by  their  clients)  every  fuch  of- 
beer,  perfon  or  perfons  fo  afking,  demanding,  taking, 
or  receiving,  fhall,  for  every  fuch  offence,  respectively 
4C  forfeit  the  fum  of  one  hundred  pounds,  one-  moiety 
“  whereqf  fhall  be  to  her  majefty,  her  heirs  and  fuccefTors, 

<c  for  and  towards  the  fupport  of  the  government  of  this 
ifland,  and  the  contingent  charges  thereof;  the  other 
(i  half  to  the  informer;  or  him  or  them  that  fhall  fue  for 
“  the  fame  :  and  be  further  incapacitated  to  bear  any  fuch 
u  office,  or  fuch  place  of  trufl ;  and  fuch  lawyer  or  attor- 
“  ney  fhall  be  incapable  of  practihng  any  more  in  any  of 
the  courts  of  this  ifland. 

“  That  your  committee  find  a  proclamation  was  ifiued 
<c  by  his  majefly’s  fpecial  command,  by  his  excellency  the 
“  governor,  dated  the  twenty  ninth  day  of  September, 
**  one  thoufand  feven  hundred  and  fixty  four,  whereby  (a- 
<c  mong  other  things)  it  is  declared  to  be  his  majefty’s 
royal  will  and  pleafure,  that  any  officer  that  fhall  demand 
and  receive  any  other  than  the  fees  eftablifhed  by  au- 
“  thoritv,  fhall  forthwith  be  removed  from  his  laid  office, 
<c  and  fhall  alfo  be  profecuted  by  his  majefly’s  attorncy- 
t(  general  of  this  ifland,  for  fuch  exaCfions,  with  the  ut* 
moft  feverity  of  the  law. 

“  That  by  fuch  his  majefty’s  mod:  gracious  proclamati- 
<c  on,  any  perfon  or  perfons  injured  by  any  public  officer 
iC  in  this  ifland,  who  (hall  demand  or  receive,  any  other 
<c  than  the  tees  eftablifhed  by  proper  authority  for  any  bu- 
<c  finefs  to  be  t  ran  faceted,  or  done  in  fuch  feveral  offices, 
may  apply  (if  he  or  they  fhall  think  proper)  to  his  ex-. 
44  Cellency  the  governor,  for  fuch  public  officer  to  be  pro- 
fecuted  by  law,  for  any  exactions,  he  or  they  may  take 
**  or  impofe  in  his  or  their  refpective  offices,  upon  any 
perfon  or  perfons  whatfuever  contrary  to  law. 

That  from  fuch  his  majefty’s  moft  gracious  intent! - 
“  ons,  your  committee  have  reafon  to  hope  that  the  feve- 
44  ral  public  c  ffices  will  for  the  future  not  afk,  take,  de- 
44  mand,  or  receive  any  greater  or  other  fees,  than  what 
<c  is  eftablifhed  by  law,  and  which  if  they  or  any  of  them 
<4  fhould  prefume  to  do,  your  committee  are  well  fatisfied 
C4  from  the  known  juftice  of  his  excellency  the  governor, 
44  that  he  Will  order  fuch  officer  fo  violating  the  faid  acfl 
44  and  proclamation,  to  be  immediately  difplaced  from 

6i  fuch 
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fuch  office,  and  alfo  to  be  profecuted  with  the  utmoft 
“  feveritv  of  the  law. 

j 

“  Refolved,  that  the  houfe  do  agree  to  the  faid  r#-* 
port.” 


w  Jamaica  fs. 

cc  By  the  King, 

“A  PROCLAMATION. 

C£  Forasmuch  as  we  have  received  frequent  com- 
f£  plaints,  that  feveral  public  offices  in  our  colonies  and 
“  plantations  in  America,  have  taken  and  received,  by  co- 
Jour  of  their  feveral  offices,  fundry  exorbitant  fees  for 
<c  bufinefs  tranfadled  therein,  and  whereas  from  reprefen- 
<c  tations  lately  made  unto  us,  there  is  reafon  to  appre- 
<£  hend,  that  fuch  unwarrantable  demands  and  exactions 
{fill  continue  in  fome  of  our  faid  colonies,  particularly 
on  the  furvey  and  paffingof  patents  for  lands  ;  we  have 
the  jufteffc  indignation  at  fuch  fhameful  and  illegal  prac- 
<c  tices,  which  do  not  only  difnonour  our  fervice,  but  alfo 
lC  operate  to  the  prejudice  of  the  public  intereft ;  by  ob- 
<£  ftrudfing  the  fpeedy  fettlement  of  our  colonies :  in  or- 
der  therefore  to  teflify  our  utmofl:  difpleafure  towards 
tc  fuch  unwarrantable  and  difhonourable  practices,  and 
<c  as  far  as  in  us  lies,  to  prevent  the  continuance  there- 
<c  of,  and  the  evil  confequences  arifing  therefrom  ?  wre 
<£  have  thought  fit  to  iffue  this  our  royal  proclamation, 
utterly  prohibiting  and  forbidding  all  fuch  practices  for 
<c  the  future ;  and  we  do  hereby  order,  command  and 
ftridfly  enjoin  and  require  all  public  officers  whatloever, 
<£  in  this  our  ifland  of  Jamaica,  that  they  or  any  of  them, 
<c  do  not  prefume  to  demand  or  receive,  from  any  of  our 
<c  loving  fubje£ts,  or  any  other  perfon  whatfoever,  any  o- 
ic  ther  fees  for  public  bufinefs  tranfa&ed  in  their  refpeCtive 
<c  offices,  than  what  have  been  eftablifhed  by  proper  au* 
thority,  on  pain  of  our  high  difpleafure ;  and  it  is  our 
royal  will  and  plealure,  that  every  officer,  who  [hall  de- 
<c  mand  or  receive  any  other  than  the  fees  hereby  allowed, 
ic  (hall  forthwith  be  removed  from  his  faid  office,  and  fhall 
<c  be  profecuted  by  our  attorney-general  of  this  our  ifland 
2  '  “  for 


tf  .  V  ^  ?  *  t 

^  for  fueh  his  a&ion,  with 

<• 

€‘  lav/. 


the  utmofi:  feverity  of  the 


Witncfs  his  excellency  William  Henry  Littleton 
“  Efq;  captain-general,  governor  and  commander  in 
<c  chief  In  and  over  this  our  (aid  iUaud  of  Jamaica, 
“  and  other  the  territories  thereon  depending  in  A- 
“  merica,  chancellor  and  vice-admiral  of  the  fame, 
<c  at  St.  Jago  de  la  Vega,  the  2Qth  of  September, 
<c  anno  Doth .  one  thoufand  feven  hundred  anti  iixty 
4C  four. 

“  William  Henry  Littleton, 
«5  By  his  excellency's  command 
44  Thos.  Hay,  Secretary. 

“  GOD  SAVE  THE  KING.” 


In  0£L  1764,  upon  an  affidavit  made  by  Philip  Phibp 
Livifton  Efq;  the  governor  ordered  the  attorney  general 
to  file  informations  agninft  James  Charles  Sholto  Douglas 
Efq;  colle&or,  William  Murray  Efq;  naval  officer,  and 
John  Lumfden  deputy  (ecretary,  for  taking  of  the  faid  Li¬ 
vifton  more  fees  than  were  prefenbed  by  law,  and  informa- 
lion  **  officio  was  accordingly  filed  the  30th  November, 
1764.  I  flue  was  made  up  bebruary,  grand  court,  17^5, 
and  information  fent  down  to  be  tried  as  ot  April  affize  fol¬ 
lowing.  The  attorney  general,  bv  order  of  the  governor, 
oncoming  into  court  informed  Mr.  Liviflon’s  follicitor, 
that  the  informations  againfl:  the  public  officers  could  not 
be  tried  for  particular  reafons  *. 

Copy  of  his  majeftv's  order  in  council, 
dated  21  June,  1765. 

c  Whereas  the  honourable  Nicholas  Herbert  Efq;  An- 
*  drew  Stone  f  and  John  PownallJ  Elqrs  holding  and  poflef- 
«  fine,  under  letters  patent  of  his  late  majefly,  the  (cverai 
«  offices  of  fecretary,  regifler  in  Chancery,  and  naval  offi- 
4  cer  of  his  majefty’s  ifland  of  Jamaica,  in  behalf  of  them- 
4  felves  and  their  deputies  in  the  execution  of  the  (aid  oni- 
4  ces,  and  alio  James  Charles  Sholto  Douglas^,  collector 

%  As  appears  by  the  vote*  of  the  AfTemblv  it  July  ,1766* 
f  Who  was  fecretary  to  the  late  duke  of  Newcaltle, 

X  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade. 

$  Who  bought  the  place  of  Mr,  Donaldfom 

R 
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4  of  the  cuftoms  in  the  faid  ifland,  have,  by  petition  to  hfr 
majefty  at  this  board,  fet  forth  among  other  things,  that 
the  houfc  of  reprefentatives  of  the  faid  ifland  have  thought 
proper  (in  confequence  of  a  report  of  a  committee  of 
4  tllat  hou(e  appointed  to  infped  the  public  offices)  to  ar- 
4  raign  the  condud  and  juftice  of  the  petitioners,  to  con- 
*  demn  the  pra&ice  of  taking  fees  eftablifhed  by  cuftom  and 
4  long  ufage,  and  to  declare  that  if  the  public  offices  fhould 
4  continue  to  take  the  fame,  they  ought  to  be  difplaced  and 
4  profecuted  with  the  utmoft  feverity  of  the  law,  which 
declaration  the  petitioners  alledge  has  excited  feveral  vex¬ 
atious  fuits  againft  lome  of  the  petitioner’s  deputies, 
grounded  upon  a  proclamation  lately  iflued  in  the  faid 
ifland,  which  has  no  reference  to  the  matter  in  q'ueftion, 

4  and  upon  an  obfolete  aft  palled  in  that  ifland  in  the 
4  year  17  11,  and  the  petitioners  humbly  prayed,  that  his 
4  majefly  would  be  gracioufly  pleafed,  by  his  order  in  coun- 
4  c  l,  among  other  things,  to  effabiifh  fuch  cuftomary  fees 
4  as  have  been  of  long  ufage  taken  in  the  feveral  offices  of 
4  fecretary,  regifter  in  Chancery,  naval  officer,  and  col- 
‘  lector  of  the  cuffoms,  or  to  direcft  the  governor  of  J a- 
4  maica,  with  the  advice  of  the  council,  toeftablifh  a  table 
4  of  fuch  additional  fees  to  thofe  regulated  by  theaft  ijii^ 
c  as  fhall  appear  to  be  adequate  and  competent  to  the  faid 
4  offices  in  their  prefent  ftate,  and  in  the  mean  time,  and 
‘  until  fuch  table  of  fees  can  be  fettled,  to  fupport  the  pe- 
4  titioners  in  their  juft  rights,  and  accuftomed  fees,  and 
4  to  ft  ay  any  proceedings,  fuit  or  aftion  which  may  be 
4  commenced  againft  them,  grounded  on  the  faid  a<ft  of 
4  17 1 1. 

4  His  majefty  having  taken  the  fame  into  confederation, 
and  received  the  opinion  of  the  lords  commiffioners  of 
4  trade  and  plantations,  and  alio  of  a  committee  of  the 
4  lords  of  his  majefty ’s  moft  honourable  privy  council  there- 
4  upon,  is  hereby  pleafed,  with  the  advice  of  his  privv 
4  council,  to  order  that  the  governor  or  commander  in 
4  chief  of  his  majefty’s  ifland  of  Jamaica  for  the  time  be- 
4  ing,  do  exert  the  power  legally  vefted  in  him  for  pro- 
4  te&ing  the  petitioners  or  their  deputies,  againft  any  fuits 
4  or  actions,  that  may  be  brought  againft  them,  upon  the 
account  ot  their  having  taken  iuch  fees,  as  have  by  lomz 
c  ufage  been  taken  by  them,  or  their  predecefTors  in  office* 

2.1  tlio  the  farpe  ffiauld  have  exceeded  the  rates  fettled  by 

4  the 
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c  the  faid  a  £t  of  17  n,  and  that  the  faid  governor  or  com- 
4  mander  in  chief,  do  fignify  to  the  aflembly,  that  his  ma- 
4  jefty  will  be  ready  to  concur  with  the  legiflature  of  that 
4  ifland,  in  any  propofition  for  a  revifal  of  the  law  of  171  1, 
‘  and  eftablifhing  and  fixing  fuch  fees  for  public  offices, 
4  as  ffiall  be  adequate  to  the  prefent  Itate  of  their  bufinefs, 
f  and  the  circumftances  of  the  times.* 

(Signed)  Robert  Walpole. 


Copy  of  the  governor’s  letter  to  the  attorney  general. 

SpaniJJ)  Town,  Auguji  30th,  1765. 

‘SIR, 

4  In  purfuance  of  his  m 2 jelly’s  order  in  council,  of  the 
4  21  ft  day  of  June  laft,  Ido  hereby  acquaint  you,  that  you 
4  arc  to  enter  noli  prof c^ui  to  any  profecution,  fuit,  or  ac- 
4  tion,  that  has  been  commenced  on  behalf  of  the  crown, 
4  aeainft  any  of  the  patentees  of  the  public  offices  in  this 
4  ifland,  or  their  deputies,  on  account  of  their  having  ta- 
4  ken  fuch  fees,  as  have  by  long  ufage  been  taken  by  them 
4  or  their  predeceflors  in  office,  altho’  the  fame  Ihould  have 
4  exceeded  the  rates  fettled  by  an  a£I  of  the  governor, 
4  council  and  aflembly  of  this  ifland,  entitled  an  a£t  44  For 
4  44  regulating  fees,”  palled  anno  17 11.  I  am  with  great 
4  regard, 

4S  I  R, 

Thomas  Gordon  Efq;  4  Your  moft  humble  Servant, 
attorney  general.  W.  H,  Littleton.* 


Sabbati  2,  Die  Augujli ,  1766. 

4  A  Petition  of  the  merchants  and  inhabitants  of  the 
4  town  and  parilh  of  Kingfton  was  prefented  to  the 
4  houle,  and  read,  fetting  forth: 

4  That  the  trade  and  commerce  of  this  ifland  have 
4  long  laboured  under  many  inconveniences  and  diftrefles. 

4 - That  the  many  unwarrantable  exactions  and  arbi- 

4  trary  embarrafthients  impofed  by  the  officers  of  the  crown 
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€  on  all  foreign  vefi’els  importing  bullion,  fuch  as  their  te- 
c  dious  detention  at  Fort  Charles,  on  their  arrival  and  de¬ 
parture,  the  fee  of  one  piftole  i niifted  on  by  the  com- 
c  man  ding  officer  at  the  Fort,  a  doubloon  and  often  a  much 
c  larger  fum,  under  the  pretence  of  commiffion,  exadted 

*  by  the  naval  officer,  have  greatly  diminifhed  the  impor- 
c  tation  of  bullion. 

H. 

‘  '1  hat  the  high  and  illegal  fees  extorted  by  the  officers 

*  of  his  majefty ’s  cuftoms  in  this  ifland,  from  the  mafters 
c  ot  all  fhips  and  veftels  belonging  to  Britifh  fubjedts  on 

entry  and  clearance,  are  another  great  and  general  grie- 
<  vancc, and  akho’  feveral  of  the  petitioners  have  attempt- 

*  ed  to  obtain  redrefs  in  the  courts  of  juft  ice  in  this  ifland 
for  fuch  illicit  pradlices,  they  have  hitherto  been  vexati- 

c  oufly  baffled  and  defeated.  ’• 

6  1  hat  the  office  fees  have  been  gradually  increafed  from 
s  thofe  eftabliftied  by  law,  to  the  following  fums,  which 

4  are  conformable  to  tables  (luck  up  in  fome  offices  of  the 

5  cuftoms,  viz. 

c  For  entering  and  clearing  at  the  collec- 
4  tor’s  office,  -  -  -  -  £.  4—15—0 

4  at  the  naval  office,  -  -  -  4—1  5 — q 

4  at  the  comptroller's*  -  -  -  1  —  12—6 

4  at  the  fecretary's,  -  2— -06— -3 

4  or  accidentally  a  little  more  or  lefs, 

4  I  hat  the  petitioners  have  been  credibly  informed,  that 

4  the  aforefaid  fees  greatly  exceed  thofe  taken  in  any  other 

5  of  his  majefty’s  coionies  without  exception. 

*  1  hat  fuch  exorbitant  fees  and  impofitions  have  greatly 
5  difeouraged  all  fmall  North  America  veffiels  from  trading 
4  here  with  lumber  and  provifions,  as  fuch  heavy  charges 
4  render  it  impracticable  for  the  owners  of  ffich  fmall  vef~ 
4  fels  and  cargoes  to  deal  in  our  ports  with  reafonable  ad- 
4  vantage,  befides  when  thefe  and  other  articles  are  brought 
v  hither  upon  freight,  thefe  uncommon  port  charges  fur- 

*  nifh  the  mafter  of  every  veffiel  with  a  juft  pretence  to 
'■  demand  and  contra#  for  a  rate  of  freight  equally  exorbi- 
4  tant,  which  muft  proportjonably  advance  the  prices  of  all 
4  fuch  commodities  to  the  inhabitants  of  this  ifland  ;  the 

*  petitioners  therefore  efteem  all  thefe  impofitions,  as  equal 
4  to  a  very  heavy  tax,  anfwering  no  public  good,  but  on  the 
4  contrary,  fupporting  in  affluence  a  fet  of  oppreffors, 

*  the  patentees  in. Great  Britain,  and  their  dependants. 

2  :  "  46  That 
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z  That  the  fald  principals  of  all  patent  offices,  and  of 
f  force  offices  of  the  cuftoms  refiding  in  Great  Britan, 

6  have  for  many  years  paft,  under  the  prote&ion  of  mi- 
6  nifterial  authority,  notorioufly  advanced  the  rents  .  id 
«  premiums  of  their  refpe&ive  offices,  and  thereby  have 
«  confirmed  and  eftablifhed,  as  far  as  in  their  power,  thefe 
£  enormous  ads  committed  on  all  his  majefty’s  fubjeds 
4  concerned  in  the  trade  oi  this  ifland,  &c. 

4  That  many  abufes  are  publicly  and  jufily  complained 
4  of  in  the  office  of  the  provoft-marfhal-gene;  al,  and  that 
4  in  particular  Peter  Ingram  Efq;  *  late  provoft-marfhal- 
4  general  now  detains  very  confiderable  furns  of  money, 

6  which  have  come  into  his  hands  by  virtue  of  faid  office, 

4  belonging  to  many  fuitors  of  the  fupreme  court,  in  ma- 
*  nifeft  contempt  of  the  authority  and  procefs  of  the  faid 
4  court,  to  the  great  diminution  of  the  credit  of  this 
$  ifland,5’  &c. 

The  above  petition  was  referred  to  a  private  committee  to 
enquire  into  the  truth  of  the  allegations  thereof  and  report 
the  fails  with  their  opinion  thereon  to  the  houfc . 

4  Report  of  the  committee  to  whom  the  petition  of 
4  Philip  Philip  Levifton  was  referred.' 

4  Sabbati  9,  Die  Augujli ,  1766. 

c  Mr.  Speaker, 

'  4  Your  committee  to  whom  the  petition  of  Philip  Philip 

4  Levifton  Hands  referred,  have  taken  the  fame  into  con- 
4  fideration,  and  having  colleded  all  the  informations  that 
4  they  have  been  able  to  procure  upon  the  fubjedd-matter 
4  of  the  faid  petition,  and  areof  opinion,  that  the  petitioner 
4  hath  made  out  very  fully  the  allegations  of  his  petition, 
4  fo  far  as  relates  to  the  exorbitant  exa&ions  of  the  public 
4  officers,  the  obftru&ion  of  public  juftice,  by  the  unrea- 
4  fonable  entering  of  noli  profequi  to  his  informations 
4  againfl:  the  faid  "public  officers,  and  the  great  expence  he 
4  has  incurred  in  carrying  on  faid  profecutions. 

4  It  appears  to  your  committee,  that  the  fcveral  fees 
4  mentioned  by  the  petitioner,  as  having  been  exacSfed  of 
4  him  by  the  colle&or,  naval  officer,  and  deputy  fecretary, 
‘  4  are 

*  WI10  was  deputy  under  Nevil  Nevil,  Efq;  fecretary  to  the 
«luke  of  Bedford,  both  as  lord  lieutenant  of  Ireland  and  ambaf- 
fador  in  France,  and  afterwards  washimfelf  the  minilterof  Eng¬ 
land  at  Paris. 
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c  ar<*  oppreffive  and  againfl:  law.  That  their  pretence  for 
‘  wading  fuch  fees  upon  the  foundation  of  eftablifhed  cuf- 
‘  tom>  altogether  groundlefs.  That  the  faid  exactions, 
10  far  as  your  committee  have  been  able  to  trace  them 
from  the  examination  which  they  have  taken  in  the  mod 
4  folemn  manner,  and  which  are  hereunto  annexed,  hav- 
4  ing  originally  fprung  from  the  firft  deviations  from  the 
law  of  the  ifland,  in  this  refpect  being  perhaps  fo  final), 
as  not  to  delerve  oppofiuon,  and  fo  modeflly  demanded 
as  not  to  provoke  it.  13 u c  that  the  prefent  exactions  ex~ 
c  ceed  all  bounds  of  former  times,  even  thofe  within  our 
c  own  memory,  exceed  all  bounds  of  juftice  and  reafon, 

‘  and  are  become  fo  intolerableatax  and  burthen  upon  trade,' 

4  as  to  be  a  proper  fubjed  for  the  confideration  and  animad- 
4  verb  on  of  this  houfe,  efpecially  as  thefe  officers  feem  to 
4  think  themfelves  fo  far  above  law,  as  to  fet  up  their  own 
4  exadions  for  laws,  and  appear  indeed  fo  far  out  of  the 
4  reach  of  the  law,  as  to  find  protedion  and  fhelter  under  the 
4  over-grown  power  and  influence  of  their  constituents, 

4  the  patentees,  againfl:  every  legal  attempt  that  has  been 
4  made  to  bring  them  to  juftice. 

4  It  appears  to  your  committee,  from  the  examination 
1  of  Thomas  Gordon  Efq;  late  attorney  general,  as  well 
4  as  by  a  letter  from  Wiliiam  Henry  Littleton  Efq;  to  the 
4  laid  Thomas  Gordon  (a  faithful  copy  of  which  taken  by 
4  your  committee,  from  the  original  letter  produced  to 
v  them  by  the  faiu  Thomas  Gordon,  they  have  hereunto 
4  annexed)  the  faid  noli  profequi  were  entered  by  him,  by 
4  command  of  the  Lid  Mr.  Littleton,  and  in  the  faid  let- 
4  ter,  it  was  mentioned  to  be  done  by  his  majefiy’s  order 
6  in  council  of  the  21ft  day  of  June,  1765. 

4  lour  committee  cannot  take  upon  them  to  judge 
4  concerning  the  abfolute  legality  of  entering  noli  proje- 
4  qniy  to  profecutions  for  crimes  of  fo  heinous  and  op- 
*  preffive  a  nature;  but  they  cannot  help  declaring  it  as 
4  their  opinions,  that  this  exertion  of  the  prerogative  muff 
4  have  been  obtained  from  the  moft  gracious  and  bell  of 
<  kings,  by  the  grofleft  mifreprefentation  of  fads,  fince 
4  it  leaves  this  clafs  of  men  at  liberty  to  trample  upon  the 
4  laws  with  impunity,  and  to  continue  as  they  have  done 
for  forne  time  paff,  to  impofe  what  burthens  and  taxies 
w  they  think  fit  upon  the  commerce  of  his  Majefty’s  fub- 
jecls.  And  this  opinion  of  your  committee  is  fortified 

c  ami 
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*  and  confirmed,  not  only  by  a  thorough  knowledge  of 

4  his  Majefty’s  goodnefs,  in  extending  his  protection  to 

1  his  molt  diftant  fubjedls,  and  fecuring  to  t hem  the  en- 

4  joyment  ot  their  laws,  which  is  their  inheritance,  but 

c  alio  by  a  very  recent  example  of  his  Majefty’s  goodnefs 

4  in  this  refpedf,  in  a  proclamation  which  he  was  molt 

4  gracioufly  pleafed  to  command  his  /aid  governor  to  ifTue 

4  here  againft  thefe  very  exactions,  threatening  the  exac- 

4  tors  with  his  utmoft  chfpleafure,  and  ordering  them  to 

4  be  difmifled  from  their  offices,  and  profecuted  by  Ja is 

4  attorney-general  ;  the  efFedt  of  his  goodnefs  in  this  re- 

4  fpedt  being  defeated,  and  intircly  taken  from  his  people 

4  by  this  command  from  Mr.  Littleton  to  his  attorney- 
J  -  > 

4  general. 

4  Your  committee  cannot  pretend  to  form  any  judge- 
4  ment  upon  that  part  of  the  petition  which  concerns  the 
4  determination  of  the  judges,  with  refpedf  to  refufing  to 
4  receive  the  printed  copies  of  the  laws  of  this  iflmd,  as 
4  evidence  in  the  court.  The  determination  of  judges 

*  muft  be  prefumed  to  flow  from  their  confciences,  2nd 
4  cannot  therefore  be  a  fubject  proper  for  the  examination 
4  of  your  committee. 

4  They  muff  however  obferve,  that  an  inconvenience, 

4  as  well  as  impediment  of  ju (t ice,  may  frequently  arife 
4  from  there  being  no  printed  copy  of  the  law’s  of  the 
4  ifland  of  fuflicicnt  authority  to  be  received  evidence 
4  in  the  courts  of  julfice,  and  therefore  fubmit  rhis  to  the 
4  houfe,  as  a  matter  very  proper  to  be  confidered. 

4  It  appears  to  us,  that  Mr.  Liviffon  has  acled  in  this 
4  matter  from  the  mod  laudable  motives,  and  that  with 
4  a  very  becoming  fpirit  of  freedom  and  independency, 

4  difdaining  to  fubmit  to  impolitions  fo  illegal  and  oppref- 
4  five  ;  he  d<d  oppofe  himfelf  to  them  by  every  legal 
4  means  in  his  power,  but  for  fo  doin?,  he  Teems  to  have 
4  rendered  himfelf  obnoxious  to  the  united  ra^c  and  re- 
4  fentment  of  thefe  opprefTors,  and  they  are  actually 
4  at  this  time  profecuting  him  for  exceftive  damages,  witu 
4  no  other  view,  as  your  committee  believes,  but  that  of 
4  revenge  againft  him,  and  of  deterring  others  from  ex- 
4  erting  the  fume  laudable  fpirit. 

*  It  is  with  much  real  concern  your  committee  ob- 
c  ferve,  that  the  money  wrefted  from  the  people  by  thefe 
4  officers,  is  now  in  away  of  being  moft  fatally  and  fuc- 

4  cefs- 
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*  cefsfully  employed  in  defence  of  their  exa£tion$, 

«  that  thefe  officers  combined  together,  by  a  fenfe  of  their 
4  common  danger  in  fuch  cafes,  and  enriched  with  the 
4  fpoils  of  their  fellow-fubjedts ;  thus  united  among 
‘  themfelves,  and  fo  thoroughly  fhelteredhy  the  irrefift- 

*  able  intervention  of  noli  profequi ,  will,  in  the  end,  fub- 
4  due  all  oppofition,  and  continue  to  give  the  law  to  i?ieir 
4  fellow-fubjedts/ 

Ordered,  That  the  confederation  cfe  the  feaid  report  be 
referred  to  the  committee  of  the  whole  houfee ,  appointed  t» 
enquire  into ,  and  take  into  confederation  the  Jlate  of  the 
ifeland . 

4  Mr.  Hall,  from  the  committee  to  whom  the  petition 
4  of  the  merchants  and  inhabitants  of  the  town  and  pa- 
4  riffi  of  Kingfton  was  referred,  reported  as  follows. 

c  Mr.  Speaker, 

4  Your  committee  appointed  to  take  into  confederation 
4  the  allegations  in  the  petition  of  the  merchants  and  inha- 
4  bitants  of  the  town  of  Kingfton,  have  commanded  me 
4  to  report,  that  they  have  with  the  greateft  diligence 
4  attended  to  the  examination  of  the  witneiTes,  necefiary 
4  for  them  to  report  the  fadts  with  their  opinion  thereon 
4  to  the  houfe  ;  that  your  committee  obferving  that  the 
4  collector,  naval  officer,  and  deputy  fecretary  for  King- 
4  fton,  were  attending  to  be  examined,  and  being  de« 
4  firous  of  not  giving  them  the  lead  appearance  of  delay* 
4  did  agree  to  meet  at  the  houfe  of  Hedtor  M’Neal  in 
4  the  evening,  to  take  their  examination,  as  they  could 
4  not  light  candles  in  the  Speakers  chamber. 

4  Your  committee  being  met,  James  Charles  Sholto 
4  Douglas,  Efq;  attended  the  committee,  and  the  ufual 
4  oath  to  w'hich  other  examinants  were  fworn,  was  ten- 
4  dered  to  him,  to  which  he  cbjedted,  that  then  ano- 
4  ther  oath  was  drawn  up  in  the  words  following,  to 
4  wit,- 

4  You  fliall  true  anfwer  make  to  all  fuch  queftisns  as 
4  (hall  be  demanded  of  you  by  this  committee,  relative 
4  to  the  petition  of  the  merchants  and  inhabitants  of  the 
4  town  and  parifh  of  Kingfton,  according  to  the  beft  ot 
4  your  knowledge,  information,  and  belief,  faving  and 
4  excepting  to  any  aueftion  that  may  tend  to  affect  your- 
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5  felf,  or  to  draw  you  into  anfwers,  that  may  caufe  yotf 
€  to  be  impleaded  in  any  court  of  juftice  in  this  ifland,  or 

*  elfewhere. 

*  To  which  he  alfo  objected,  and  refufed  to  be  fworn  5 

*  then  he  was  dehred  to  make  any  particular  objection  to 

*  it,  or  to  draw  the  form  of  fuch  oath  as  he  might  think 

*  bcft  himfelf;  upon  which  he  finally  refufed  to  be  fworn 
4  at  all;  Mr.  Douglas  alfo  faid,  that  he  objected  to  be 
4  fworn,  as  there  had  been  a  late  precedent  of  an  officer 

*  of  the  cuftoms,  who  had  not  been  fworn  till  after  he 
4  was  examined. 

4  Then  Mr.  Murray  was  called  in  and  (hewed  the 
4  ufual  oath,  to  which  he  objected  ;  then  he  was.lhewn 
4  the  laft  form  of  an  oath  tendered  to  Mr.  Douglas,  to 
4  which  he  alfo  objedfed,  and  refufed  to  be  fworn,  unlefs 
4  he  was  firft  made  acquainted  with  the  queftions  intend- 
4  ed  to  be  afked  him,  and  gave  for  reafon,  th  t  there 
4  had  been  a  late  precedent  of  an  officer  of  the  cuitoms, 
4  who  had  not  been  fworn  till  after  he  had  been  exa- 
4  mined. 

4  Then  Mr.  Thom  as  Bullock  being  called  in,  and  the 

*  laft  oath  tendered  to  Mr.  Collector  Douglas,  was 
4  (hewn. to  him,  and  defired  to  know  if  he  had  any  ob- 
4  je£tion  to  make  to  his  being  fworn,  replied,  that  he  did 
4  not  think  the  committee  had  any  power  to  fwear  him  ; 
4  that  thereupon  he  was  (hewn  the  order  of  the  ftoufe  for 
4  that  purpofe,  which  he  read,  and  then  refufed  to  be 
4  fworn  ;  that  upon  thefe  gentlemens  refufing  to  be 
4  fworn,  the  public  juftice  is  eluded,  the  end  of  the  en- 
4  quiry  defeated,  and  your  committee  difabled  from  pro- 

*  ceeding  further  in  their  examination. 

► 

•  The  House  agreed  to  the  Report.’ 

Ordered,  T'hat  fames  Charles  Sho/to  Douglas ,  Efquirty 
collector  of  his  Alajefly*  s  cujloms  \  IValter  Murray ,  Efquire , 
naval  officer  \  and  Ihomas  Bullock ,  Efquire ,  deputy  Jeer e- 
tary  in  the  town  of  Kingjlon ,  who  are  now  attending  the 
houfe ,  he  called  to  the  bar  of  the  houfe ,  and  be  fevcrally 
examined  touching  the  allegations  of  the  petition  of  the  mer¬ 
chants  and  inhabitants  of  the  town  and  parifh  of  KingJlori% 
prefented  to  the  houfe  in  the  mojl  Joltmn  manner . 

$  4  Then 
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«  Then  the  faid  James  Charles  Sholto  Douglas,  Efq; 

•  was  called  to  the  bar  of  the  houfe  accordingly,  and  the 

►  following  oath  was  tendered  to  him. 

<  You  (hall  true  anfwer  make  to  all  fuch  queftions  as 
t  (hall  be  demanded  of  you  by  the  houfe,  relative  to  te 
«  petition  of  the  merchants  and  inhabitants  of  the  to^n 
■  and  pari(h  of  Kingfton,  according  to  the  bed  of  your 
,  knowledge,  information,  and  belief,  faving  and  «- 
«  cepting  to  any  queftions  that  may  tend  to  afFeft  you  - 
‘  felf,  or  to  draw  you  into  anfwers  that  may  caufc  you 

•  to  be  impleaded  in  any  court  of juftice  in  this  ilhn  , 

‘  Which  oath  being  by  the  faid  James  ^har>es 
Sholto  Douglas  taken,  he  was  afked, 

V  «  What  is  the  annual  income  of  your  office,  anting 
‘  hom  all  the  fees  and  other  emoluments  of  your  othce, 

&  which  you  receive  at  this  time. 

A  ‘  That  he  cannot  anfwer  that  queftion,  becaule  he 

•  apprehends,  that  the  anfwering  it  may  materially  a,.ec, 
c  his  intereft,  and  that  he  makes  this  anfwer  agreeable 

‘  to  the  oath  he  has  taken.  , 

Ja.  Ch.  Sn.  Douglas. 

Ordered,  That  the  faid  James  Charles  Sholto  Douglas 
le  difeharged  from  any  farther  attendance  upon  this  houje. 

*  Then  the  faid  Walter  Murray  was  called  to  the  bar 
‘  of  the  houfe,  and  the  fame  oath  which  was  tendered  to 
‘  the  faid  James  Charles  Sholto  Douglas  was  tendered  to, 

<  and  taken  by,  the  faid  Walter  Murray ;  and  he  was 

VVhat  is  the  annual  income  of  your  office  anfmg 

<  from  all  the  fees,  and  other  emoluments  of  your  office, 

«  which  vou  receive  at  this  time?  . 

A .  4  That  he  has  no>  been  long  enough  in  office  to  know 

€  the  annual  income  of  it.  .  * 

£>.  «  What  has  your  office  yielded  you  fince  the  time  of 

«  vour  being  appointed  thereto?  r  , 

*A.  «  That  he  cannot  anfwer  that  queftion,  becaufe  h 

<  apprehends,  the  anfwering  of  it  may  affect  himieH, 

*  agreeable  to  the  oath  he  has  taken. 

s  Walter  Murray.’ 
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Ordered,  'That  Walter  Murray  be  difcharged  frcm  any 
further  attendance  on  this  houfe . 

*  Then  the  laid  Thomas  Bullock  was  called  to  the  bar 
c  of  the  hcufe,  and  the  fame  oath  which  was  tendered  to 
4  the  faid  James  Charles  Sholto  Douglas,  and  Walter 

*  Murray,  was  tendered  to,  and  taken  by,  the  faid  T  homas 

*  Bullock  ;  and  he  was  afked, 

*  What  has  your  office  yielded  you,  fince  the  term 
«  of  your  being  appointed  thereto? 

A.  4  That  he  cannot  anfwer  that  queftion,  becaufe  he 
c  is  to  receive  whatever  Mr.  Hay  pleafes  to  give  him,  for 
4  taking  care  of  his  office.’’ 

4  What  has  your  office  yielded,  fince  the  time  of 
6  your  being  appointed  thereto? 

A.  4  He  thinks  the  anfwering  that  queflion,  may 

*  greatly  affedt  himfelf,  therefore,  he  declines  anfwering 
4  it,  agreeable  to  the  oath  he  hath  taken. 

4  T.  Bullock/ 

* 

# 

Ordered,  That  the  faid  Thomas  Bullock  be  dif charged 
fresn  any  further  attendance  on  this  houfe / 


c  Veneris ,  15  die,  Augujli ,  1766. 

*  A  mefTage  from  his  honour  the  lieutenant  governor, 
by  his  fecretary,  together  with  a  letter  from  Walter 
c  Murray,  naval  officer  : 

c  Mr.  Speaker, 

4  I  am  commanded  by  his  honour  the  lieutenant  go- 
4  vernor,  to  lay  before  the  houfe,  a  letter  from  Mr, 

4  Murray,  the  naval  officer,  in  confequence  of  their 
4  mefTage  to  his  honour  of  the  13th  inftant. 

c  Sir,  Augufl:  14,  1766. 

4  I  received  the  favour  of  your  letter  of  yelferday, 

*  and  beg  leave  to  inform  you,  that  as  foreign  veffiels  were 
4  not,  by  a&  of  pailiament,  admitted  to  an  entry,  the 
4  naval  officer  never  kept  a  lift  of  them  ;  I  therefore  have 

*  it  not  in  my  power,  to  obey  the  governor’s  order,  by 

*  laying  before  the  houfe  of  affiembly,  the  number  of 

S  2  4  fuch 


c 
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fucli  vefTels  as  have  come  here,  fince  the  detenulnatloK; 
of  Jail  war;  of  this  you’ll  be  pleafed  to  acquaint  him, 

4  I  am,  Sir, 

*  ^  our  moll  obedient  fervant, 

.  ‘  Walter  Murray/ 

Richard  Reynoll,  Efq.  ! 

Oidered,  lhat  the  faid  mejfage  and  letter  be  referred  to 
toe  committee ,  to  whom  the  petition  of  the  merchants  and  in¬ 
habitants  of  the  town  and  the  parijb  of  liingflon  Jlands  re- 
j  ert  ed  *  - 


/  6  Aiercurii ,  20  die ,  Augvff 

A  mefTage  from  his  honour  the  lieutenant  governor^ 
c  by  the  provoft  marjfhai,  informing  the  houfe,  that  his 
5  honour,  in  his  majefty’s  name,  recommended  the  atten¬ 
dance  of  the  houfe  immediately  in  the  council-chamber, 
whereupon  Mr.  Speaker  and  the  houfe  attending,  his 
<  honour  was  pleafed  to  make  the  following  fpeech  / 

4  Gentlemen  of  the  council,  Mr.  Speaker,  and 
4  gentlemen  of  the  affembly, 

*  Tlie  Proceedings  /of  the  houfe  on  Saturday  laft,  fo 
f'  very  ^injurious  to  the  rights  and  prerogative  of  his  ma- 
4  jetty's  crown,  make  it  indifpenfably  my  duty,  to  put 
4  you  under  a  fhort  prorogation. 

4  I  do  therefore,  in  his  Majefly’s  name,  by  and  with 
s  the  advice  of  his  majefly’s  council,  prorogue  this  af- 
4  fembly  to  Tuefday  the  twenty-firfl  day  of  Auguft  in- 
4  d.ant,  and  this  aliembly  is  prorogued  accordingly/' 


I  he  2 1  fl  of  Augufl  the  houfe  met  conformable  to  the 
prorogation ;  but  did  not  refume  the  enquiry  into  the 
public  offices, 

AH  this  not  with  Handing,  in  17  67,  Mr.  Samuel  Jebh  brought 

actions  againft  feveral  public  officers,,  for  demanding  and 
taking  exorbitant  fees,  and  obtained  a  judgement  for  the 
penalty,  againft  Walrond  Fearon,  Efq.  the  colle&or  of 
the  cuftoms,  and  a  fufpenfion  mutt  have  followed,  but 
for  the  appointment  of  Zachariah  Bayly,  Ffq.  from  home, 
arriving'  before  the  fufpenfion  could  take  place,  fince 
which. nothing  has  been  done,  nor  any  redrefs  obtained. 

Report 


ir 
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-  ,  Report  to  the  House, 

Mercuriiy  18  diey  Novembris ,  1767, 

6  Mr.  Speaker, 

4  Your  committee  appointed  to  infpe£t  into  the  {late 
€  and  condition  of  the  fevera]  public  offices  in  this 
4  ifland,  &c.  &c. 

4  Your  committee  have  alfo  examined  the  records  in 
f  the  office  of  the  clerk  of  the  fupreme  court,  and  do 
4  find  that  office  to  be  carried  on  with  great  care,  the  re- 
4  cords  duly  entered  up,  and  that  the  prefcnt  gentleman, 
4  who  has  the  conduct  of  that  office,  has  alfo  provided 
4  books,  wherein  he  carefully  enters  ail  writs  of  view, 
4  with  their  returns;  alfo  all  proceedings  had  in  partition, 
4  and  other  matters,  which  are  of  great  ufe  to  the  public, 
4  and  greatly  tend  to  the  fafety-  of  the  fuitors  of  that 
4  court,  and  particularly  fo  to  the  holders  of  lands  in  this 
f  ifland,  See.  Sec.9 


F  1  N  IS. 


CORRESPONDENCE,  fcfo 

f  t  • 

THE  folIowingcorrefpondence,\vith  which  there  cannot  be 
a  doubt  the  miniftry  wereacquainted,  happeningat  tlie 
very  time  that  Mr.  Vaughan  was  threatned  with  a  profecution, 
is  one  proof  among  many  others,  that  he  would  not,  even  at 
the  molt  critical  juncture,  fupprefs  his  fentiments,  however 
repugnant  to  thofe  in  power,  and  that  he  dared  in  open  day 
to  declare  and  avow  them. 

As  this  moft  probably  contributed  not  a  little  to  the  perfe- 
cution  railed  againft  him,  and  the  tranfa&ion  having  been 
greatly  mifreprefented,  and  much  to  Mr.  Vaughan’s  preju¬ 
dice,  no  apology  for  its  publication  can  be  requifiie. 


Saml.  Vaughan  Efq; 

S  I  R,  •  V 

As  general  Paoli  is  now  arrived  in  London,  I  fhall  be  hap¬ 
py  in  prefenting  to  him,  one  who  fo  generoufly  exerted  him- 
felf  for  the  brave  Corficans,  and  whenever  you  let  me  knowr 
1  will  be  ready  to  attend  you.  J  am, 

2  2d  Sept.  1769.  SIR, 

IliveatMr  Renaud’s,  in  Your  moft  obedient 

Bond-flreet,  next  door  to  humbleServant, 

the  bifhop  of  London’s,  James  Boswell* 


I 
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James  Boswell,  Efq; 

SIR,.  Mincing-lane,  26  Sept.  1769. 

I  called  twice  at  Mr.  Dilly’s  on  Saturday  lad,  in  expec¬ 
tation  of  feeing  you.  J  this  moment  received  from  that  gen¬ 
tleman,  your  iavourof  22dinftant,  and  am  obliged  for  your 
otter,  but  much  as  l  have  admired  and  revered  the  late  didref- 
fed  patriot,  I  equally  defpife  a  vain-glcrious  fycophant.  lam, 

S  I  R, 

Your  mod  obedient  Servant, 

Sam.  Vaughan,, 


The  29th  September ,  Mr,  Vaughan  received  the  follovjing  per 
Mr,  Frederick ,  Jon  10  the  late  king  Theodore. 

Old  Bond-ftreet,  ce  291716  7ber,  1769. 

Le  general  de  Paoli  fait  bien  fes  compliments  a  monjieur  V aughanf 
il  cji  fache  de  rf  avoir  pas  eu  l  occafion  jufqua  prefent  delui  temoi - 
gn$r  Ja  reconno  't [fence,  pour  les  gcncreux  Joins  qu  il  s*  ef  dome  pour  le 
Joutien  de  la  liberie  de  fa  patme ,  et  a  une  grande  envie  lui  mariner 
de  v live  veix. 

Translation, 

Old  Bond-Jlreet ,  29th  of  Sept.  iyb 9. 

General  Paoli.  prerenfs  his  heft  compliments  to  Mr* 
Vaughan,  is  forry  he  has  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  to  affure 
him  of  his  gratitude  for  the  generous  pains  that  he  has 
taken,  for  fupporting  the  liberty  of  his  country,  and  has  an 
extreme  defire  to  teflify  that  gratitude  in  perfon. 

Mr.  Vaughan's  dnfwer, 

Mr.  V avghan  prefents  his  refpe&fu!  compliments  to  ge¬ 
neral  Paoli,  and  would  have  anfwered  his  invitation  of  the 
29th  ult.  before,  but  that  he  was  in  the  country.  Before  the 
general’s  arrival  in  England,  Mr.  Vaughan,  in  the  prefence  of 
two  gentlemen,  requefted  Mr.  Bofwell  would  recommend  it  to 
the  genera],  upon  his  arrival,  to  wait  upon  the  great  officers 
of  date;  as  a  compliment  due  to  office,  not  to  men,  ivhohad 
afted  nvith  refpeSl  to  the  brave  Cor  (leans  unveerthy  their  fatiotis, 

- -Mr.  Vaughan  having  been  informed  that  the  contents  of 

his  letter  to  Mr,  Bofwell  has  been  communicated  to  his  excel¬ 
lency,  thinks  it  incumbent  upon  him,  to  affign  his  reafens, 
for  paffing  fo  harffi  a  cenfure,  viz. — he  was  informed  of  the 
general’s  negotiation  with  Sir  Jofeph  York  at  the  Hague; — - 
with  the  general’s  having  lately  purchafed  an  edate  in  Swit¬ 
zerland  ;  —  that  hisedatein  Corfica  had  not  been  moleded  by 
the  French — with  the  private  manner  in  which  he  came  from 
Holland  to  London— with  his  concealing  his  abode  for  above 
2  a  week 
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a  week  after  his  arrival  in  London,  (which  prevented  Mr, 
Vaughan  from  paying  his  immediate  compliments  to  the  ge¬ 
neral”)  during  which  time,  the  general  had.  been  in  private 
treaty  with  the  miniftry  feparately that  the  general  had  af¬ 
firmed  for  reafon  of  his  condua,  the  having  been  informed 
t'mrt  the  oppof.tion  were  compofed  of  the  dregs  and  refufe  ot 
the  people:—  thefe,  with  many  other  reafons,  induced  Mr. 
Vaughan  to  conclude  that  the  general  had  been  brought  over 
bv  the  miniftry,  and  had  deferred  thenoble  caufeofliberty  which 
he  had  with  fo  much  ability,  unparalleled  perfeverance,  and 
honour  to  himfelf,  for  fuch  a  length  ot  time  fupported  againit 
the  formidable  power  of  the  Grand  Monarque.  Vet  would 
Mr  Vaughan  be  extremely  happy  to  find  caufe  to  alter  his 
opinion,  and  that  the  general  ftill  preferves  his  integrity:  is 
animated  with  the  fame  divine  fpirit,  and  determined  to  ftand 
forth,  as  heretofore,  the  defender  of  the  unalienable  rights  ,f 
mankind.  In  this  cafe,  Mr  Vaughan  will  take  the  high  eft 
fatisfa&ion,  in  retraining  his  opinion,  and  in  immediately 
paying  his  compliments  to  his  excellency  in  psrion. 

Mincing  Lane, 

2d  O&r.  17 ’  9. 


Sam.  Vaughan,  Efq; 

s  I  R, 

You  may  believe  I  was  not  a  little  furpnzed  with  your 
letter  to  me.  How  could  you,  who  fo  lately  appeared  the 
zealous  friend  of  the  brave  Corficans,  and  of  their  illuftnous 
chief  all  at  once  take  up  fuch  unworthy  fufpicionsr  Might 
rot  you  have  confidered,  that  the  general,  whofc  charaiter  is 
fo  fully  eftablifhed, — who  has  been  lo  many  years  at  the  head 
of  a  nation,  and  had  fo  much  to  do  with  courts  knew  better 
what  was  the  condua  moil  proper  topromote  the  intcrcllsof 
his  country,  than  you  could  do :  and  ought  you  not  to  have 

had  confidence  in  him  ?  ,  .  ,  .  ,  .  . 

His  excellency  has  received  yourcard.Yn  which  you  explain 
vourfelf.  He  fees  your  motives,  your  manner  of  thinking, 
and  how  you  have  been  mifled,  and  therefore  heartily  excufes 
you;  and  if  you  will  wait  upon  him,  he  will  with  plcafure 
fet  you  right,  and  convince  you  that  your  fufpictons  are  with- 
out  any  foundation  whatever.  1  am, 

7  SIR, 

Your  mod  obedient 

humble  Servant, 

1  a m £ s  Boswell. 


Old  Bond-dreet, 
5th  Octr.  1769. 
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James  Boswell  Efij;  Mincing  Lane,  6th  Qfir.  r;6d. 

S  I  R, 

I  this  inflant  deceived  your  favour  of  yefterday,  and  am 
pleafed  to  find  that  the  genera]  and  yourfelf  are  of  opinion 
appearances  gave  caufe  for  my  conjectures;  the  clearing  up 
the  objections,  will  give  me  a  higher  fatisfattion  than  yotfcan 
conceive  ;  when  that  is  done,  1  will  immediately  wait  upon 
the  general.  Had  I  had  accefs  to  him  upon  his  arrival,  my 

advice 

advice  would  have  been,  to  have  joined  no  party  whatever, 
it  being  out  of  his  province,  nor  could  he  as  a  foreigner  have 
ferved  any  party.  His  objeCt  was  to  have  preferved  an  uni¬ 
formity,  confiftency,  and  dignity  of  character.  I  do  confefs 
it  is  my  opinion,  that  had  the  prefient  ininijhy  offered  an  effec¬ 
tual  fupport  for  the  recovery  of  Corfica,  the  general  as  a  patriot 
couid  not  have  accepted  their  afliftance  with  propriety,  tho* 
wh^en  the  good  of  a  people  is  the  object,  a  man  may  be  indu¬ 
ced  to  fuffer  his  perfonal  honour  to  be  fullied  for  the  obtaining 
fo  great  an  end,  but  of  this  there  was  not  the  leafl  danger. 
Yet  I  do  not  defpairof  feein  an  admini ft  ration  who  will  per¬ 
ceive  the  importance  of  Corfica  to  this  kingdom,  and  from 
nobler  confiderations,  boldly  demand,  recover,  and  effectu¬ 
ally  maintain  their  rights,  as  ftipulated  in  the  treaty  of  Aix 
la  Chapelle,  wherein  it  is  declared,  That  all  things  fioall  remain 
in  Italy  in  the  condition  they  'were  in  before  the  war,  as  that 
only  can  lecure  the  balance  of  power  in  the  Mediterranean. 
I  am, 

S  I  R, 

Your  mofl  obedient 

humble  Servant, 
Sam.  Vaughan, 

Here  elided  the  Correfpondence. 


It  may  be  ajked,  whether  mp?iey  was  not  at  different  times  pri¬ 
vately  lent  to  general  Paoli  in  Corfica?  alfo ,  whether  Jince  his 
arrival  in  England ,  one  of  the  confidants  employed ,  has  not  been 
prefented  to  the  living  of  Greenwich?  another  confidant  like  wife 
obtaining  the  promifie  of  a  pro'vifion  ?  and,  whether  the  general 

himfelf  is  not  allowed  ioooI.  per  annum,  fur  his  important  fe i? 
vices  ? 


